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we «mr if fa^r twr OTff $ fa ^ h'ffpt % ipt ir srr i 

Separate pa tint Is given to this Part In order that It may be filed 
as a separate compilation. 

NOTICE 

?N fa^ *rror wrsrctr tot 7 irf, 1970 fpff sncfaT Op? : — 

The undermentioned Gazettes of India Extraordinary were published up to the 7th May, 
ti 7 °:— 


Issue No, and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


150 S. 0 . 1519, dated 22nd Ap- 
ril, 1970. 


Election Commission of 
India. 


Amendment in Notification No, 
56/69-I! (S.O. 89), dated th c 
4th January, 1969. 


Wo UTo 1519 , Alffa tHTcT tnW! 

22 TOT, 1970 I 


STfagjW TT° 56/69-2 (tpTo 
WTo 89) dlffa 
1969 t tfOTT I 


151 


S.O. 1520, dated 23rd April, Ministry of Home Affairs. 
1970. 


Appointing a Commission of In- 
quiry consisting ofShri Justice 
Kuppuswami Alladl, Judge, 
High Court, Andhra Pradesh. 


152 S.O. 1521, dated 23rd April, Ministry of Finance. 
1970. 


Appointing certain officers as 
Collectors of Customs for 
the areas mentioned in the 
table therein. 


WTo 1521, TUfte farfOTOT*! 
23 50TW, 1970 I 


wfwTiTt mti 
srfim'O 

ftftTTcr tfiT/TT I 


(2541 ) 
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No, and Date 


Issued by 


Subject 


153 S.O, 1522, dated 23rd April, Ministry of Foreign Affairs Nominating certain persons to 
1970. serve on the Central Silk Boards 


S.0. 1522A, dated 23rd Ap- 
ril, 1970. 


S.0. 1523, dated 24th Ap- 
ril, 1970. 


Ministry of Finance. 


serve on the Central Silk Board, 
with effect from the 9th April, 
1970. 

Appointing Shri Mahabir Dass 
Member, Rajya Sabha and 
Member of the Central Silk 
Board as Vice-Chairman of 
the Centra] Silk Board. 

Making an Order regarding Gold 
Conrrol. 


155 S.O. 1524, dated 24th April, Election Commission of Amendment to Notification No. 
1970. India. 434/UP/67, dated nth January 

1967. 


QRo *fro 15 24 , ffrfta 
24 OTef, 1970 I 




ffo 4 3 4 /t 0 5fo j 
67 , wrPsr 11 
1 96 7 I 


156 S.O. 1525, dated 24th April, Cabinet Secretariat. 
1970. 


The Government of India (Allo- 
cation of Business^ (Eighth 
Amendment) Rules, 1970. j 


137 S.O. 1526, dated 25th April, Ministry of Industrial Granting recognition to the 


1970. Development, Internal Bombay Oilseeds and Oils Ex- 

Trade and Company change. Ltd., Bombay for a 
Affairs. further period oi one year from 

the 25th April, 1970 to the 24th 
April, 197 r, in respect of for- 
ward contracts in ground-nut 
oil. 

^ToSTTo 15 26, Bllfflff tfteltftpjr feRTO, iTFdTT WRItR'ICT hwr VFTvR 

25 wfvf, 19 70 I SffFTK ff«ri ERTFT Tl 

+i4 TTiri'-i % tFT % 

BfTwrf tit bur srtx 
riT«r ijfrw *rt trrvLfffer 
% IffT 25 ifl^T, 1970 
7 t 24 Vnt*T, 1971 Bn 
ffplpTF STTFT + : < ri I I 

158 S.O. 1615, dated 28th April, Ministry of Information Approval of the films as specified in 


1970. and Broadcasting. 

tt^-o Sfto 1615, fTdFF fjRfiT tt f Wpur 

28 5T5fR, 1970 I ffTTPTq I 

S.O. 1616, dated 28th April, Do, 

1970- £ 

ft Wt° 1616 , fthi'h 
28 frffrr, 1970 I 


the schedule therein. 

ir €r fff fTRit 4 -tt 

'CRT 1 

Approval of the film as specified 
in the schedule therein. 

fTFtff Tt Rt|R 
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IssSe No. and Date 

Issued by 

Subject 

No. 




159 S. O. 1617, dated 29th April, Ministry of Finance. 
197°. 


The Gold Control (Grant 
Certificates') Rules, 1970. 


of 


160 S.O. 1618, dated 29th April, Ministry of Foreign Trade Cancelling the notification No. 
1970. S.O. 3792, dated 2Tst October 

1968. 


161 S.O. 1619, dated 29th April, Election Commission of 


1970. 


UTo Sfto 1 6 1 9 , 

29 srfvT, 1970 I 


162 S.O. 1620, dated 30th April, 

1970- 


*1° 1620, TTCtar 
30 1970 I 


163 S. 0 . 1621, dated 30th April, 
1970. 

fTTo 1621 , fWFfi 
30 wV, 1970 I 


India. 

wtft 1 


Do. 




Do. 




164 S.O. 1622, dated 1st May, 
1970. 

RTo «rr 0 1622 fwhp 
1 Ft 1970 I 

S.O. 1623, dated 1st May, 
1970. 

*Tt° 162 3 , fafiTfi 
1 *T$, 1970 I 

S, 0. 1624, dated 1st May* 
1970* 

wr° 1 624, forfar 
1 Ff, 1970 I 


Ministry of Information 
and Broadcasting. 

gw Wk WIT™! 

♦1^ 

Do. 


Do, 

rT?T 


Amendment in Notification No. 
56/69-II (S.O. 89}, dated the 
4th January, 1969, 

srfagw 71° 56/69-2 

(fTo we 89 ) mTflrar 4 

wrft 1969 it tvuft- 
WTT I 

Bye-election to the House of th® 
People from 74-Mathura Par- 
liamentary Constituenry. 

7 4 -BW fiwffWT 

it HFF wr %■ fait 

1 

Bye-election to the House of the 
People from 38-Gorakhpur 
Parliamentary Constituency. 

38-n’rwF; wrfrr fwfwr 
nw sito tun % fair sr- 
faqfa'i 1 

Approval of the film as specified 
in the schedule therein. 

Ndgfr ir ft fit fw ft 
fatfeT WTT I 

Approval of the films as specifledi 
in the schedule therein. 

spjg^t ir ft ^ fwff ^ 

T^tf.rf WIT i 

Approval of the film as specified 
in the schedule therein. 

SFT^fat it -ft trt fwff ft 

FTtfieT WH I 


165 S. O. 1625, dated 1st May, Election Commission of Bye-election to House of the 
I 97 °- India. People from 51-Khunti (ST) 

Parliamentary Constituency in 
the state of Bihar. 
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No. and Date 


Issued by 


Subject 


STt° 1625, ferric '4RT mTtT f^TT 5 1 ( STo^o- 

1 Tif, 1970 I 5Tfo) eftjf 

& vfpfi %■ ftEtr 

I 

S.O. 1626, dated tst May, Do. Appointment of dates with res- 

1970. pect for the above bye-election 

(S.0. 1625). 

tTtfo *fT° 1626, feBTF dfq' TJTf ATA TT-f-l^fatT T 

1 Ilf, 1970 I fl# clTfpg faw *mf 

(t™T° ?Tto 1625). 

S. 0 . 1627, dated 1st May, Do. Fixing the hours for the above 

1970. bye-election (S.O.1625). 

trtfo *fro i 627 ,fcrf 4 >‘ fr?T uqr tfpr *n% TT-faTrfa'd 

1 B"?, 1970 I % fvfir OT frqtT 4RBT 

(tTJfo !fto 1625) I 

166 S. O. 1628, dated 2nd May, Ministry of Irrigation and Amendment in the notification 
1970. Power. No. S.O. 4054, dated the 6th 

October, 1969. 


tTtfo STT° 1626, feTEF 
1 Ilf, 1970 I 


S. 0 . 1627, dated 1st May, 

1970. 

<t?T° WT° 1627 , fcfi 4 >‘ 

1 iff, 1970 I 


iTtfe ?fto 16 2 8, fsPTFF ?fk 

2Af, 19 70 I tpjFW 


«rfsn^iBT ifowo mo 4055 

trrtna' 6 i 969 

A I 


167 S. 0 . 1629, dated 2nd May, Election Commission of Bye-election to the House of the 

1970. India. People from the 25-Sultanpur 

Constituency. 

.T4-0 16 29 , fcTTT «TRTT Purfad WTBT 25 -^tfFIT JT 

2 1 9 70 1 WTF fPRT % ^4- 

I 

168 S. 0 . 1630, dated 4th May, Ministry of Information Approval of the films as specified 


1970. and Broadcasting. 

ttffo sr>o i 63 ofrrt^ sfk sthtot 


4 A i, 197 0 

S. 0 . 1631, dated 4th May, 
1970. 

(Tiro 5ft 0 1631 fTdtfi 
4 Wf, 1970 I 


^ 3 Tvnr 


the schedule therein. 

F&fitf ! TUTT 1 

Approval of the film as specified 
in the schedule therein. 

mjffi A Tf fa?*! lit 
wi\§A TiTTI I 


169 S.O. 1632, dated 4th May, Election Commission of Amendment in its notification No 
1970. India. 56/69-II (S.O. 89), dated th< 

4th January, 1969. 
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Issufc 
No. ' 

No, and Date 

Issued by 

Subject 


it Ho sfto 1632, farhir 

FTTH fFFfFF WTHtH 

H° 56/69-2 


4 Ff , 19 7 0 1 


(FT 0 FTo 89) cTltlFI 
1969Fwr6PT 




tpTFV 1 

170 

S. 0. 1633, dated 5th May, Ministry of Food, Agrl- 
1970. culture. Community 

Development and Co- 
operation. 

The Delhi, Meerut and Buland- 
shahr Milk and Milk Product 
Control Order, 1970. 


riHo 1633, faHTT 

stct ffr, FTJjrrft^ 

fovft, FT?, flV 'T/THWT 


5 Ft, 1970 1 

f%TTF fVt F^ilfTHT 

Fk HcFK faTETH 



FHETT 1 

FT%F 1970 1 

171 

S. 0. 1693, dated 6th May, Ministry of Law. 

1970. 

Bye-election to the House of the 
people from the 16-Buldana 
Parliamentary Constituency in 
the Maharashtra State. 


iNfo Hto 16 95, pETTE 

fafsT F<3TTT 1 

FiJRT5 UHf if 1 6 ^TSTFT 


6 Ff, 1970 1 


HTBTtH fHF“RF ^ 

pflF FFT % HF- 

fFFfFF 1 

*72 

S.O. l696,datcd 6th May, Election Commission of 
1970. India. 

Bye-election to the House of the 
People from the 18-Durg Par- 
liamentary Constituecy in the 
State of Madhya Pradesh. 


<^F 0 5ft 0 1696, ftdi'h' 

FTTH f-TF?FH TTEfEI 

FSH FtuT TTTF % 18 T4 


6 Ft, 1970 1 


mrr ^ faft xFT~“ 
P19NF 1 


S. 0. 1697, dated 6th May, 
1970. 

Do. 

Appointment of dates for the 
above bye-election (S.O. 1696). 


TF° HT° 1697, fitHiF? 


grrr in fi% FH-Pm'hH % 


6 Ft, 1 9 7 0 1 


fvT^ FrePF fFFH TTHT 
(l^ 0 F>o 1696) 1 


S. 0. 169B, dated 6th May, 
1970. 

Do. 

Fixing the hours for the above 
bye-election (S.O. 1696). 


it H o 5ft 0 16 98, fttni'ti 


3)4 < HF— Pram "F 


6 Ft, 1 970 1 


Pit) FFH Pl4rf FTrU 
(qFo 1969) 1 
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Issue No. and Date 

No. 

Issued by 

Subject 

173 S. 0 . 1699, dated 7th May, 

Election Commission 

Appointing Shri B.L. Srivas- 

1970. . 

of India 

tava. Deputy Collector, Gora- 

CtRo Slto 1699 , fcdfa 

TTTTcT 

khpur and Shri R. C. Shukla^ 
Settlement Officer (Consolida- 
tion) Gorakhpur, as the Officers 
to assist the Returning Officer 
for 38 -Gorakhpur Parliamen- 
tary Constituency. 

ssfj sfro tt?T° ’SffaTFJT, fefe 

7 Rf, 1970 1 

ITTtrk 

fi'nw: ssft 


38 JTTETJT fffRtT 
TT g^RIfr 

% f?T% Tim I 


3?r fa# mrmiT’T tumf srfcrTt sprw sra^sr^r, ftrfer ht^t, ftrfat % mu 
ifarra V5 r cr i Fum sra^spp # *m # 

mftw ir 10 far % ^frar <Tf^ tsrr# ?rf^t i 

Copies of the Gazettes Extraordinary mentioned above will be supplied on 
indent to the Manager of Publications, Civil Lines, Delhi. Indents should b« 
submitted so as to reach the Manager within ten days of the date of issue oil 
these Gazettes. 


mT II — ^"3 3 — 3^3 (ii) 

PART II— Section 3 — Sub-section (Ii) 

(vsn Rsrau ^rpn*) wtr ht«ptt % ustsruf ufc (*ra astray #?**) 
aifuvujff skt ni» f stt&t «k sifagwTq i 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Govern- 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories). 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 20th April 1970 

S.O. 1987. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Krishna 
Nandan Prasad, R/o village Bandoh, P.O. Bhagarbigha ^District Patna (Bihar), a 
contesting candidate for the mid-term election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly 
from Bihar Assembly Constituency held in 1969 has failed to lodge on account of 
his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

«>. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
i or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
-io good reason or justification for such failure: 

therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
ereby declares the said Shri Krishna Nandan Prasad to be disquali- 
'hosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
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ojc of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 
trfree years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/ 195/09(80).! 


<WiT 


f 20 SRE 1970 

tiR.' gfto 19 8 7. — EE:, fEETEE ETETE ET EETSTE ?[Y EET | % fEETT fEETE 
dm % fan; 1 969 if Jit irSTRfu fEETEE % fan 1 9 5-faf!T fEEtTETE E EETE TTT 

Efa retter «fr ere eete fEEfar -the REfa fao wo «rrw>fr, fawr eeet 

(farjR) , Efa TEfafRE srfafEEE, 1951 ddr dfalE EETfT qtT faipff TRT TTEfaE 
RE tEEYEE oEET EE vPJT r il PsTE E «H E tTEEiE EE q I 

*fk, Ed: , TEE REYEER E, EE ERET g^TET fEE ETE R ET, ET-fT EE TOW % 
fair Ttf EHRT EW EREfaRT qjf faTT | ; EET fdVNr ETETE EE R El EETETE 
EET I fa TE% ETE 7[E EETEET % fair Tli EERT ERE ET RTElfEcE E r ff % ; 

ET'., EE, TEE EfdfEEE EE SIRT 1 0 ET % E’JERT E fEETEE EIETE EE^JRT TEE 
*4Y TR qv^E EETE EE Ed^ T EtE'f EEEt E E fafa eY EEE % Ef fa'Ef TRE EE fdETE 
EET 'EE Ef fVETE qfaR % ERE ^E ETE eY 3 * * * 7 fftE % fan *E ETTE TT Erffa E dYd rY 
# EEETEfE % fair fRfaE EYfEE ERTT & I 

[e» %n:-fEo Eo/l 95/69 ( 86).] 
New Delhi, the 21th April 1970 

S.O, 1988. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Nilam Kumar 
Singh R/o village and P.O. Malaypur, District Monghyr (Bihar) a contesting candi- 
date for the mid-term election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held in 1909 from 
Jhajha Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election ex- 
penses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby decares the said Shri Nilam Kumar Singh In be disqualified 
for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the legislative Assembly or legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order, 

[No, BR-LA/ 170/69(87).] 


E? f.cEY, 27 EEE 197 0 

UE^ Ef = 10 88. — EE:, fEETEE ETETE EE EETETE fa EEi I fa fafTT faETE 

EET % fad 1969 E jit ESETEfa fafaTE % fair 1 7 0 STOTT fad HH -far E EfETE E¥E 
Efa RETEETT, eY eYee ^ER far fdElfa ETE tfa fao ETER, faET-fak (fajR' 
far EpTfaftRE EfafEEE, 1951 EET ERTTE EETE Err fdEEt 3RT fatfaE EE-t fEEfaE 
®EEf EE fafT ETfavT Efa if EERE EF f ; 
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TTcT: , R Rt RTPT RR S[R 7T *ft Wft fR % 

Rttt Rf anrH ?!w ^ fen | ; ott RRdd srRR Jif primd ft firrif 

Rfi TfT% 1W W STfl'DfiflT % Rpr qRRr ^TTJT PT "TRlfacfi dlR £ ; 

*T7T:, war, TFT TfftrRqT R tTHT 10-^ % H4 ^ <u( ^ f?r^T^T M RR ^TTgTTT 

TRT Sft Rtr fHTT fW TT % SHT TT^ff <T R feft *ft % W feft TT^T R fatTR 
T*rr spRi fasrnr % rthi ^ ^rR Rr ?/R % Rtr w srR?r R dTcRr jT HR w 4 
R *Fi cirRi % Rr R RfR "6 hi t i 

[^f 0 fa^TT Rf° ?To/ l 7 o/ 69( 87) -] 
New Delhi, the 30th April 1970 

S.O. 1989.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Krishnarourti 
Clhowdhary, R/o village and P.O. Badhauna, District Darbhanga (Bihar), a contest- 
ing candidate for the mid-term election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held 
In 1969 from 99-Dalsinghsarai Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1961, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3, Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Krishnamurti Chowdhary, to be disquali- 
fied for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA/09/69(88).] 
By Order, 

ROSHAN LAL, Secy. 

Rf fRR, 30 5RH, 1970 

SlR 1989. — Rf: RRrt TtRR TT RRTETR ff RTT | ^ RRT 
fWT*nTT% 1969 ir§rr rpR-Rfa RRCT % Rr 99 qTHfR TTTPT fRRpT-$Rr R 

FrR TFT TRRTTT R JjR tRR ffiTFlt *TPrT <R HR tsRt, fw TTVfFT 
(Rrtnr) , Rr TfcrffifaR wfaRm, 1 95 1 (rt drtfR ^ritt qm fqqrff arr RrfRr spR 
f dT) hR fiT RETT '1 1 f v 'J '1 qrR” FT ^ j 

Rr, tt: w TiRRanr H Rr trtt RR tR it R, wRt tiror 
% Rf?; R£ wit tqrRqnnir hR 1Rtt £ ; fm RRNt wtHR sft jt? rttetr 
Rf ^ Rf 9'RT W 'MdtHdl % Rfh Rf M-M f'-cl TT HlRRlT 'iR' ^ ; 

5PT:, w, RstRert R stpt 1 0 -^ % wq Jr RRNr stRet ir^Kr 
tfRHRRRHRt ? ttrt RRstih 
tmr Rthr qRpr % rtht ^ ^R 5tR fR % Ri^ w mR?! R orfR ^ #r 
4?r JFTvTPfRr ^ Rfir RpfRf RRid aPPT I 1 

[R Rr?rr-Rro Ro/99/e9( 88 ) .] 
itRh ^t, 

TftPT RTH, I 
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ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 24th April 1970 

S.O, 1990. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Shiv Charan 
S/o Shri Cbiranji, R/o Town and Post Office Farah, District Mathura, Uttar 
Pradesh, a contesting candidate for election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly from 365-Goverdhan Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
hrs has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Shiv Charan, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legis- 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of "a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/365/69 (27) ] 


WTTU 

fecril, 24 iRR 1970 

tjRo wto 1990 . — tt: fdTm OTfirr Tr wstr ffr wr t fr tht st? 9 t 

faUTTfi 7UTT % farr fRUffi % fffiT 3 6 5-THnR TTfiT ffiRR ttS' T RfilT HR 

ttt «fr fm RTd ffir 4 t, ffiTrm trur t «fto stto favrr fi^rr, uttt sot 

vfr»p srfafrfacsr srf'Tffi-Tfi, 1951 fr*rr Rrn ipr ftOTf ski mi 

wV, R: OTT R4 tTfiTE ^FTT for 3|R T7 'fit STFfV W SRRTdT 

% fnfi dTlf W1 RUTT RpEftTOT df) fTTT I ; T4T SITTiJT TT R RfiTUhT ft RT 

t f% TTR TT ’riTTTTT % fvfiT affrf TOT TT RPTtf^RT ^ £ ; 

5TT:, sue, RfcT srfafRtr Ti srru 1 0 -^ % n fwR wt>t m rr 

sfi filT RR Tf fTfit Rl SOT % m f%9T UR TT frUTT TfiT fTUR TfVOT 

% RPT OTT 'filT 3R % frifi R 'RT^TT d?i TrCtfiT T did T# R T.BTTfsr T frifi f/R%r 
RifR tot % 1 

[Ro^oJTo Ro/365/69( 27 ) •] 


New Delhi, the 1st May 1970 

S.O. 1991.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Baibu Lai, 
S/o Shri Lohrey, R/o village and Post Office Jharotha, Tahsil Sadabad, District 
Mathura. Uttar Pradesh a contesting candidate for election t 0 the Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly from 370-Sadabad Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the election Commission Is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Babu Lai, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legis- 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order, 


[No. UP-LA/370/69(28),] 
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Hf fRHt, I h£ 1970 

tRoTTfo 1991. — R: , fartR RdTH R HHTH7H iTT HR | fr HR fwiH HHT 
% fen* fR^R % f'3 ' [ 370 HTHTHTT HHT fRUR— 5TH % <?1 s*} HR 'd *-+f) T-l T t 

«ft q I^HTH rbR ^ft HtjTft, OtTHTT HTH H ST° STRICT, H^TfR HTCTHTH, f^RT H'JTT \drlT; 
siR, hR srfTftrfsRf nftfm, 1951 hr HHtftH rr tr front sth HTfern hr 
fnHoR ®pff R Rf Hf %9T UpTH TR H HRR % : 

hV - , tft: , hr Huftern; ^ hit trr fR hft r Hf rt hwrt % fir 
tft rth hhht ht^rr nff fen | ?fk from htor r r Ht hhtsith 

HH% HTH RT HHHRHT % ffR mthT'-'tI RTOT HT RroTfRH H^t ^ ; 

HR , HH, HR HfafTOH HTH 1 0— R % TRHro if frofRT M iM Oi RRUHTT 
TW ^ HR HR R H7R % fRff tfV HHH % HT |*t» *4V TTR R fHHTH HHT Hd q I fHHTH 
HfRH % HUH R.'-l HlR hYt ?' fif % f<R RT HTlfH Ht rtTCl^sl H cftH HH H?t 4>MlHftT % fTR 
fd t I r RtfaH HRcTT | I 

[Ho Ho ST o— fn o H°/370/69( 28)] 


S.o, 1992. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Mannu Lai, 
S/o Shri Ram Narain 76/158, Ranjit Purwa, Kanpur a contesting candidate for 
mid-term general election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 293- 
Chamanganj constituency, held in February, 1969 has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for the failure. 

Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Com- 
mission hereby declares the said Shri Munnu Lai to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a ir, ember of either House of Parliament or cf the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/293/69(29).] 

TR°*fto 1992. — R:, fHHfR HTOR R HHTHTH ?ft HHT $ RHTf 1969H^R 
HR 9UH fHHTH HHT % fiR HtHTHfij HTHTTOT fHHfHH % Pr 293-HHHHH fdHpR 
STrT % 'JHTH Hf% HlvT H«ftRTT »ft HH HTH T£JH *ft TTH HTT RT 7 5 / I 5 8 RRtrT JRT, 
rhr; sftqr srfdfdftjR HpjfroH, 1951 hht RtrtH tr fRRf sth H^ferR w 
fdHfRT q'i I <?rfl3R ^6 rd R" M *i 'i. r i R ^ j 

^tYt, TR:, HR HflftRTT ^ H% TRTT ^111 fqu 5TF1 IT 'ft ITT 'HUHv’Idl % fRT 

ifttf RTR TRHT THsfl'+"<s| fRT ^ RtT fR^RT TTTrfpr R tr Ht RTRET jft WT ^ 

HR% TR 7;r TRTRTTT %■ fnir T^rfR RUg R RRtfHR | ; 

RT:, TR, HR TTfuftpR g?t RPT 1 0-T % RUHR *t fRlHd TThfR iRTgRT HR 
«ff R HR % fRTt Ht HR % HT f%Tft TTR gtt fHHTH HHT TOT TfTHfT % HUH 

HH HR Tftv -FT % fun Pr fR HlfdH RRT I I 


[Ho Ho Ho fac Ho/29 3/69 ( 29).] 
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New Delhi, the 5th May 1970 

S.O. 1993.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Ram Sahai, 
S/o Shri Komil, R/o village Kartoli Post Office Fatehganj East, District Bareilly.! 
Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly from 46-Dataganj Assembly Constituency, has failed to 'odge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1961, 
ana the Rules made thereunder- 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3, Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Ram Sahai, S/o Shri Komil, to be dis- 
qualified for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parlia- 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period, 
of three years from the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/46/ 69(30).], 


Hf fee#, 5 Rf 1970 

1993. — R7L, fRR?RR R Ihbt RT hhfuH # RRT ^ fer R tTT sfesr feuTT 
RRT T fel'f ffiR?RR % fefiT 4 6— RTRWR RRT ff ^RTR d sd RT% RnffeRTT 

*ff UT RRTR # #f#T, feRT# RTR TT##, RTo 'J#, felRT R#ff 

RrTCTfeR effei RfefeftlTR STftlfRRR’, 1951 RRT R^#R RRTTf RTT fRR# R#*STR 
wfe" fRRfRR *qql rr # Rrtt siPs'i RR e if siRRcR 7% ; 

RR:, RRcT T#feTR R RTRRT ^RRT fe’T R# RT # W RERiRRT % f#T 
RtsTTFR RRRT TPifl TTR E# feRT | sffe feR?RR RTRtR dd R|f #RRTOTRft RRT 
tj* RR T TTR TR RWfHRL T fefTT Tfrfe RRER TTTR RT RTT#f#R R# I ; 

m:, RR, RRfT| STftrfRRR # ETHT 1 0-R- % SFJRTR if ffiRTRd RTRfR 
3W # TTR R1TIR # TtfePT # RRR % Pr# # ERR R> RT fe# TTRR # feRTRERT 
STRRTferenR RfeR^%RRLR ^ RFf Rfe Rfe % ?R RfeR # RT#R % #R RR 
# RTRTRfer %fer^ferffR RtfaR rtrt | i 

[Ro Ro Ro-feo Ro/46/69( 30).] 


New Delhi , the 7th May 1970 

S.O. 1994. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Moti Lai, 
S/o Shri Jagat Prasad, 105/322 Chamanganj (Shishamau) Kanpur District Kanpur 
(Uttar Pradesh) a contesting candidate for election to the Uttar Pradesh Legis- 
lative Assembly from 292-Arya Nugar Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge- 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission Is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Moti Lai, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legis- 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/292/69(31).] 
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q$fe?Tt, 7 1970 

iffo 1994. — Tq /PfeRq RUTfe TT qqTRH t fe. TTT 5T$T 

fenr qqr % fru faqfqq ^ fr^ 292-qfeqqT qqr fqqfqq-$T it ^qrq tt% q^r 
qrqferr T «ft qtftTrr Tjqr *ft qqq srqTq 105 / 322 , qqqqT, (wfeurs) ), 

(tut sferr) ttt qrqfqfq'q qfafqqq, 1951 qqr qqsftq qqru tt feuff grrr qfeqq 
spfe fesrtqq ®r*ff tt qqf qr ferr qrfaT tut q trqrq t| ; 

qfe qq:, qqq TFqferrr q qq qurT? feir tp* tt qt m qqqfTqr % frc( 

jptf TTTT qqqT PT'TfeTq T^f feTT % ; cf^T fi^fa'd ^rnTt^T TT qf qqTRTq efT qqT £ fe 
qq% TUT ^q WETTl %■ 1%^ ^ qqfe qmr qT UTTq'lfqfq - Hft f ; 

wer:, m, qqq Trftifqqq qrt snrr 1 o-t % TTjqm if fqqrqq srfeq uqqjnr 
TW sft OlTt TFT qft TFT % f*Flft *ff ATT % qT faqt TFq qft fetTIT TOT Tqqr fq^PT 
qfVq^ % TTTtq qT teT *tYt ?frq % feu w rfer Tt Trirq q qrq qq qtr qrFnqftr % 
ftf<T fqrfeq TTfiT ? i 

[q° To qo-fqo *To/292/69( 3 l).] 

S.O. 1995. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Ram Lakhan. 
R/o village Prathipura, Post Office Dadora, District Etawah (Uttar Pradesh), u 
contesting candidate for election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 
309-Etawah Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1051, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Ram Lakhan, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legis- 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order. 

LNo. UP-LA/ 309/69 (32j.j 

ctro wfo 1995. — qq:, ferfer srufrq qq qqrerrq sfr qqr $ femTiferfeirur 
qqT % far fqqrqq % fqrr 3 0 9 -^CTdT THU fTTlTT afe T TRUT TFT TFT JFffrqqTT 
tt tut tut fqquft qrq qq^TT, tt° fekr, farr muT, (qoqo), tit qfqfqfaqr 
qfqfqqq, 1951 qqr q^sfrq mu qq ffeufr arm *fefirrq tut fqqfqq mfi tt #£ 
Tfr ttt TrfqrT m it sttttt t| t ; 

ttH qq:, TTq Tnflqqn- q qir rutt ^qqr fqrr Trq qq tt qq Trqqqqr T fqq 
Ttf qrrm qqqr rnTTur qqf fen t ; qqr fqqrqq nrq'rq qq qq qqrqur qf qqr % 
fe qqq qur m uqqqqT % frq Tif qqfe ttut qr ujqqrffeq q?ff % ; 

jqq:, m, Tfq qfqfqqq Tt rttt i o-r % qqqrr ir fqqrqq srrq'rq uqTam 
qqq qt tut ttt tT qqq % feqr qr qqr % qT feqt urq Tt feqrq qqr qqqr fqqrq 
qffqq % qqqr qq Trq ttTt q>q % feu, qq qferr tt qrfrT q qtq qq tt Trqrqfe % fq^ 
fqrf|q ttt ^ i 


[qo To Sfo-feo q.o/309/69( 32).] 
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New Delhi, the 8th May 1970 

S.O?, ' 1996. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Kaliko 
Prasad, S/o Shri Pharal Ram, 27/42-Rotigodam, District Kanpur, Uttar Pradesi 
a contesting candidate for election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly 
from 294-Generalganj Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses in the manner required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not rectified the 
defects in his account and has not given any reason or explanation for th e failure, 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason or justification 
for such failure; 

3. Now. therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Kalika Prasad, to be disqqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/294/ 69(33).] 

By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 

fiffefe 8 nf 1970 

iTTf o feo 1996. — dd: ffefed STRUT TT 7 PTTUPT f[t ddT I % UHL fed 
fferrd ddT % fed ffefed % fair 294 -N’d‘nnfe nnr fdfedn hTtr n ndid fed din 
sfr TtTnET STfiTT fe 'hTLJ.Tr'T. 2 7/42, fefe fend, fedT dddTL TfTT jfed, 

fed dfdffefer nfafferd, 1951 t«tt fifed nror tf fdddt fefed fefe d dfer 
ffefed sfef Tr ferr nffe dfe ir sttet fe ^ ; 

dfe dd: ; ddd dfeddR d fe d^Td ^ddl ffe nfe fiT fe fed fe fefe 
Td fefedd dff fen | nV ^d dddddr % fed fef dun dddT urfedud fife fen % ; 
ddT fddidd srnrm- dr dtr nnrend fe w f, fe ufe qrd ^ nddddT % fed fef feife 
dTTd in nrfefen dfe £ ; 

STd: ; STd, TfT fddd dt STTT 1 O-d % dfiRPn d ffetdd dlfed dddHTT UdT 

fe drfedr srdTd fe fer? % feft fe th % nr feft urn fe fenrd ddT nw fend 
h fed ? % nnd dfe fed fife % fed, ^d nfen fe fiTfed fed fe fe drmfen % 
fedfefeddrnnt i 


[d» ^t>nc-feon°/294/69( 3 3).] 

d° dd<> fe, dffe i 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 16 th May 1970 

S.O, 1997. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Abdul Rashid’ 
Sadar Aii Khan, Sri 18 Krishna Rajendra Market Madarasab Line, House No. 20, 
Bangalore-2, now residing at No. G-19, Albert Victor Road, I Main Road, Chamaraj- 
pet, Bangalore-18 (Mysore State) a contesting candidate for the bye-election held' 
m 1968, to the Mysore Legislative Assembly from 173-Hangal Constituency, has- 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Represented 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 
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And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission, hereby declares the said Shri Abdul Rashid Sadai' All Khan to be 
disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 


[No. MY -LA /173/08-Bye.] 
By Order, 

K. S. RAJAGOPALAN, Secy. 


WWW 


pffuwt, 16 Ilf 1970 


1997. — . 99: fa9?49 9T9 19 PT 9 4 HJ M ffhhPTtfp f99T9 94T 

% fir" 1 9 6 8 4 % fqtT i 7 3_ 499 4 tJPPT 99 4 =TT^ 9ufjp- 

pt m ^ «ft qrp9, 4194419 nt£9, 4pt 9 ho 20 , 

•hiRtT-2; 3ft W9 ho -hr- 1 9 mi? fpRT i\z 1 hr ftr, hhl -upt, 949V, 1 8 
■(ff^TTTjqr) 4 44 t, pip srffrfhfacP wftrf999, 1951 wlhqhf 5:149 


whfaTp mi fWm 594 r pr 941 p^h 4 9499 | • 

-w J 4 

49 444 9T4TT9T 9, 94 ^941 for 9T4 97 4T, 9441 2-9 9991991 % 

fNTtjSprf 9FTpnrr W44T PTOrt^r 9ff fw % 99T f49f49 91999 99 99 44914 91 99T | 
fp 999 919 59 W4P94T % fprr Plf 9999 PTT9 91 99T9'rf9?9 4jff ft ; 


99:, 99, 999 9191999 # STITT 1 O-P % Wp/TP 9 f99i99 9T9>T 99^PT 999 
ht 9^9 79t9 9'T 99T9T9 Pr 999 9 991 9991 4 9 fp<ft *ff 999 % 41 fphf 494 Pf 
fW9 9'9T 9991 fp-JT9 qfhr? % 9979 94 9(9 ifl4 f!4 P fpT 99 mi’i\ Pi PlftiJ 9 rff9 
94 Pt P,99ftJ P f'PT fdhhd 9tf49 9T9T I I 


[4 4^9-f9o9o/l 73/68-99] 
snhp 4, 


P° 94o TT94t4T49, 9f94 I 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 18th May 1970 

S.O. 1998. — In pursuance of clause (1) of Article 2S8, of the Constitution and in 
supersession of all previous Notiilcations of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Home Affairs on the subject, the President hereby entrusts to the 
Governments of Punjab, Haryana and Maharashtra with their consent, the func- 
tions of the Central Government under section 7 of the Explosive Substances Act, 
1903 (6 of 1908). 


[No. F. 26/2/70-GPA. II,] 
C. B. BUDGUJAR, Under Secy. 
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T# 18Tf, 1970 

1^91° 1998- — TfVtfET % 5ipi5T 258 % (l) % if 

T*rr fw-f <U' irg ttihtt, t.t<t tt-ftt tY fq-® fr T<fr srrsjgrurHn tt urtupTW tt^t 

fT 'TUJTEf fWi^ TUT STfaf-KT, 1 908 ( 1 908 TT 6) €f STITT 7 % *pfW 
37 ^iq , qqtq, nfUtTTr Wr h'd.TTT^ d?T A-TITT TT, TfiTTf TTgrifT R 
Tl i% | I 

[ito ^so 26 / 2 / 70 — 3fr° tY° 1° 2 .] 
vio otk Rf^r 1 


New Delhi, the 29 th May 1970 

S.O. 1999. — In exercise of the powers conferred by proviso to Article 309 
of the Constitution, the President hereby directs that the Lt. Governor of Delhi 
shall exercise the power to make rules in regard to the following matters, 
namely: — 

(i) the method of recruitment to the Judicial Services and Posts in con- 

nection with the affairs of the Union Territory of Delhi; 

(ii) the qualifications necessary for appointment to such services and posts; 

and 

(iii) the conditions of service of persons appointed to such services and posts 

for the purposes of probation, confirmation, seniority and promotion; 

2. Any recruitment rules, including any rule relating to probation, confirma- 
tion, seniority and promotion, made in pursuance of this direction shall be sub- 
ject to previous consultation with the High Court of Delhi. 

[No. l/2/70-DH(S).l 
R. N. CHOPRA, Dy. Secy. 


29 Tf, 1970 

1999 — TlWT % 309 % M 3TTT TUT Sllwff ^ TTPT 

if, TPTJTfr fTfiTJK' fdtT ^ $ f% TT-Tp?TTTH, fevTf, fHRfufUT RFETT R fWTT 
tR d d id Tit viPm diT IFTtfi dTlTf , dUIPT^ :■ — 

( ) far- tit J - wTfT m % Twff £ srraf rrt tu t< Riff 

‘fit'UI'f'T; 

(ll) SRRRTWTdR, TUTTfrqfaTiF fnR triWW Rfwrrr ; *ffT 
(in) qf^arr, 'jfefrpTT , Tftrrr, qffr ttWt % srRm % far, Rwr 
qri qr faddd fRR dR sirf^pfi qR Rtt unf i 

2. TfrqlRTr, TCRldT Rk TTRtRt *ff fdTT eRr, iff Ri 

Rcfi fEHTW, 5*T ffi-'TIT % STRUTT R Sfdrif TTTJ, R fu- U ^TTqTHT % J f TTHTf if qq R 

df <T M 


[To l/2/70-tft (TTo).] 

To TTo ^rtTST j TT-eIRR I 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2 6th May 1970 

S.O. 2000. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 
of the Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1940 (25 of 1946), the Central 
Government hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the members of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment to the State of Orissa for tho investigation of 
any of the offences specified below; namely: — 

(a) Offences under sections 47 and 55 of the Bihar and Orissa Excise Act, 

1915 (Bihar and Orissa Act 2 of 1915); 

(b) Attempts, abetments and conspiracies in relation to or in connection 

with one or more offences, mentioned in clause (a) and any other 
offence committed in the course of the same transaction arising out 
of the same facts. 


[No. 228/8/07-AVD(II)J 
B. C. VANJANI, Under Secy. 

wmr 

26 1970 

wto 2000 — fTcrt fsm 'ifam- rtot srffrftTtr, 1.946 (1946 ttt 25) 

5f?r EffTf 5 TfftruT ( I ) fTPT HTff wfTTfff Sfqrfff TPFTy P^jfRT 

fcerfr Wf TfUT PqTTdT % apV BfPfTfff *T)T SfffjTTftcfT Tf f^T R Tfi'dT 7T7T 
9T, fftf fafrfW 5|'T7Ttfi if if ff ff % sEp^q-of % f?ff T T?T 

(t) f^ir tfr 7 Yiriffr zcfi? spp 1915 ( 1 9 1 5 Tf 

YffAf 'Effijrffiiff 2) & Errmfr 47 55 % srjir % qr r rar 1 

(W) (fr) if ctfTT mjr 1,7 srftPF SfPW T -frit if z<T %■ if 

SR'-ff, sffT fPTf !Pj? gjr tpaff if pT & 

TfTff if fovr ffa'r Tlf SPff V'T’Tsr 1 

[*r®iT 228 /b/ 67 — tfo ffo Tto(ii)] 

ffo fro Tffiffr, ifu; ufTT 1 


fff fc?fr, 28 1970 

*ff° 298, — TTjf'TRjT TPfTf srftTE Tft (W 0 7 9J?ff) Tfiffd^ff, 

1948 ( 1948 Tff 41 ^) %’sr^ 2 TfriTrU ( 7 f) % W^iTT’ft, ’TCfflT f fir 5 TU, 

uPFT TTT ffTTfPf, T^f srfTff, if fffPT % ajfpflT srffffdfu Tf, fUFf P, TffffffU 

HTTT jppf TTfslfTT | I 

2- TUT WfafA-W % % T7R stffqTT STfvrffrftr ffT TfTTff TfffFT’ ZfTT I 

[fj -Ffo Tfo 114/ s/69, J 

fffj ffo tTHffKsff, *PTt nf-** I 
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 16 th May 1970 

S.O. 2001. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 53 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government, on the recommenda- 
tion of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of section 
9 of the said Act shall not apply, till the 5th April 1971, to the Catholic Syrian 
Bank Ltd., Trichur, in respect of the immovable property measuring 2.59 acres 
held by It at Palakuzha Village, Muvattupuzha Taluk, Emakulam District, Kerala 
State. 

[No. F. 15(U)-BC/70.I 
K. YESURATNAM Under Secy. 

fan 

( f*RUT ) 

RRtfcvSft, lGEti 1970 

1949 ( 1 9 59 RT OTTT) %T RTU 53% 
IRT SKrT aqfJUfTRf SHTRl sRft |tr, RUFU RFcflR fen? ffURTf^il TT 

rr$W Tr ^ *frfRR TTH srftrfRZTR RPT 9 % TW'R' RiRl'fRRi tftfUM 

sfa fk r£tt, tt, % 'trfaRiR it qRrr^rr irur, 

cl IA i^i , Ril'ci i f[RTRuTR, =t> ' TFJR R ffRcf 2.59 '^=63' URR tl -*-H fTT % 
5^, 1971 cTR! BFf ^ I 

[R«zrrC(>Ro 15( u)-4to Tfto/70.] 
Vo JTRWT, RR-RflR I 



(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 2 9 th May 1970 

S.O. 2002. — Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, u on the 22nd May^i^o 


Banking Department 

LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

Capital Paid Up 

5,00920^00 

Notes 

12,47,61,000 



Rupee Coin 

3,829x0 

Reserve Fund ..... 

i5oyx)jOO,ooo 

Small Coin 

59)89x0 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Ope- 
rations) Fund 

155,00900,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted: — 

(a) Internal 

(b) External 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 

7,98,26,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 

Fund ....... 

35,009009000 

Balances Held Abroad* . , , 

Investments* • 

114,09,74,000 

96,93,009x0 



Loans and Advances to: — 


National Industrial Credit (Long Term 

Operations) Fund .... 

75920^09000 

(I) Central Government 

(ii) State Governments @ . . . 

174,04,58,000 



Loans and Advances^ to : — 


Deposits: — 

(a) Government — 


(i) Scheduled Commercial Bankst 

(a) State Co-operative Bankstt 

(in) Others 

285,66,309000 

226,14,699x0 

3,76,09/xxi 

(i) Central Government 

(ii) State Governments . 

106,46,30,000 

5.73>95>«» 
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LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 




Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 


(b) Banks — 


(a) Loans and Advances to: — 


(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks . 

193,51*789200 

(0 State Governments 

33,79,8o,ooo 



(ii) State Co-operative Banks . 

14,97,81,000 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative 
Banks ..... 

9,66,49,000 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 


(iii) Nan-Scheduled State Co-opera- 
tive Banks .... 

65,13,000 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 

Bank Debentures 

9,65,70,000 

(iv) Other Banks .... 

21,53,000 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 

Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

Loans and Advances to State Go-operative Banks 

4,54,02,000 

(c) Others ...... 

107,72,92,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Tenn Operations) 


Bills Payable 

42,35>43>ooo 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Develop- 
ment Bank 

6^6,71,000 

Other Labilities . .... 

154,29,82,000 

(b) Investment in bonds/debenturcs issued 
by the Development Bank 




Other Assets ...... 

50,20,14,000 

Rupees 

1040,63,35,000 

Rupees . . 1040^3,35,000 


• Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

• •Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credi* 

(Long Tenn Operations) Fuad. 

@Fjcdnding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, bat including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

t Includes Rs. 9 r, 83, 35,000/- advanced to scheduled commercial hanks against usance bills under Section 17(4) (c) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

ttExcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fond. 

Dated the 27th day of May, 1970. 
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An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, for the week ended the 22nd^day of May, 197a 

Issue Department 

» 

LIABILITIES Rs. Rs. ASSETS Rs. Rs. 


Notea held in the Banking 

Departmcnt . . 12,47,61,000 

Notea in drcuktion . . 4039/7344/30° 

Total Note* issued 405 t, 50,75^x0 


Gold Coin and Bullion: — 

(a) Held in India . 1X2^3,11^000 

(b) Held ontsrrie Inda 

Foreign Securities . . 396 ^ 2 ,ooyOOO 

Total 


Rupees Coin 

Government of J India Rupee 
Securities . 


Internal Bill of Exchange and 
other commercial paper . 


578,95*11,000 

55,03,49,000 

34i7,52,i5yOOO 


Total Liabjutibs 


4051,50,75/000 Total Assets 


4051,50,75^00 


B. N. Adaskas, 

Dated the 27th day of May, 1970- — — Governor. 

[No. F. 3(3)-BC/70.] 
L. S- P. SARATHY, Under Secy. 
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¥Pi 

mferot 

wf 



(?■) ^r srftE': — 


(iii) tr-y^fyd ttst y$+T<i tn 

65,13,000 

(l) URT TTC^Kt j’ . 

33,79,80,000 

(iv) srt#f 

21,53,000 

(ii) ttr ti^i 0 $il 

(iii) ^sft . 

14,97,81,000 

(»r) *RT 

107,72,92,000 

(g-) % ftihfi Jr ftft?r 




TP^ft fft ^>r (ffarcftRor) ftft % ^r 
iffrsrfim . l " .% 

9,65,70,000 

^7 ftrr 

42,35,43,000 

TTR 3°Ft iii lAlfa-H . 

’/fi'ii'lfa'T ■=%.«! ft*il<*) ftft % 

4,54,02,000 



' ^T, idlPT iftT ft%51 :- 



154,29,82,000 


6,26,71,000 



{^) ftTET tap gJTT 5TTfT ftft tft if fttsi 



iRT illftrRIT .... 

50,20,14,000 


1040,63,35,000 


1040,63,35,000 


sftT wRft f i 

** ^r*j)<4 f>ft m.v\ (<0*5 < t>ml'i ftsntj) ftfe $1 t ii^y *n^Tir*i=t> ^yr {<fi^»»*f)i Pmk) Rify it h fei ift wrftRT <i^r ^ i 
@yjt^|A) £>ft ^feW { ^I^mW fernT ) Prfa" % ire?i sftr sift*? sttIIft ^nfr f , T^Tg \i«y «^ki % ?rpTWt ifftrfT'Fi snfiR f t 
f r<.^ 4 srre ii^J yxi 17(4) ( *t ) % ^ sTi *1 ^rf&r^r 344 f^pn^f fa ml *r^ ^rfinr ft% *ft 91, 8 3, 3 5, 000 

mfira f 1 

1 1 ii^ffa ^r (^IMi ftsjT^) ftft <jt$fa f fa ^y\ (farrftT’JT) fHft % srari ^r 5rft mHjh wiftRT ^ 1 1 

?rr^r: 27*rf, 1970 1 


2562 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 6 , 1970/JYAISTHA 16, 1892 [Part II 



TP TOP 1 1 9 3 4 % TOJHTT *t TO* 1 9 7 0 Pt 22 <11 0<a Pt tim'-d §Tf OkU?> % fTO% 

sro ftr*m 


twe? err 

tfpT fTOEW % Tt ftr 

. . 12,47,61,000 

*H?H ifrfte 4039, 03,14, OOoJ 


TOTt fpl* TO* fTO dfe 


5pT 


TOfkTO 

TOl% PT Ri<hh 4l1< ^fREFT 
(p) TOTO TO WF gTO [ '182,53,11,000 

rTO%TTf*TTO [ 

I gw > • • • 

, srf?nff?nTt § 396,42,00,000 

••* J 5 1,50,75,000 j 

pq%PT’fcrePT 

jy * ITS TOR pt WTT . 

t‘£ afdn/ddr 

7 rdPHHiJ fTTO sfh 

* TOfTO*TO TO . 

91 V 

■W J i ^ 

4051,50,75,000 fTOOTfTOTOT 


578,95,11,000 

55,03,49,000 

3417,52,15,000 


4051,50,75,000 


27TOf/l970 


Pto t^To M 

TOTO^T I 

[TOo t^Po 3(3}-^r° TOto/70] 

to ° t^ro o 'ft o ?n*ff, TOT-rofroTO 1 
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(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Income-tax 

New Delhi, the 10th May 1970 

S.O. 2003. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause (ill) of clause 
(44) of Section 2 of the Incometax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby authorises: Shri J. N. Sharma who is Gazetted Officer of the Central 
Government to exercise the powers of Tax Recovery Officer under the said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come Into force with effect from 20th May, 1970. 

[No. 81 (F. No. 404/ 104/70-ITCC) .] 
R. D. SAXENA, Dy. Secy. 


(TTO(* fT«TT afatf farm) 

STFRfR 

1 9 19 7 0 

«fto 2003. — 1 96 1 (1961 vt 43)# etrt 2 % w 
(4 4 ) (ill) JRT SRrT HI l 4 d 4 T °PT iTThr fir %rifor TR+R *fT Udo IfpTf 

Vt ' 5 ft ti <4iR % 'd'td ?rfh PlMH % STEfVd 3R , trfEPPRl' 

'JTPfd'Hl MJ T did M' ^'i dd u dd 41 'll STTfERiTY 1 rfl $ | 

1. d^ 2 0 *rf 197 0% ^Fft I 

[d° 8 1 (c^Uo 404/l04/70-*Tlf° dt° R^rfTo] 
stro «t° (PT^ronr, 3d nf^r i 


(tww fir*T«x) 

dffdcrft, 24 !5T^vr, 1970 

1523- — (ftwir) RftrPm, 1968 (1968 vr 45 ) vt 
RRT 10 9 JRT ddxT STfarT iff VT ddtd |tr R73FR, df TTd <R far 

dRdr sftvf^r Jr wwv «fR Rtfrfrd t^jRr fd*dfa%(i ddrtfr 

: — 

3drT STfffftTdd 5ffr ETRT 39 Mil ( 4 ) % 1TR r (d) Jrfdfed fadft 
vtdd v Tr 3' Jr PtPil4' i c. Mpctfl-m Jr^jF ^rf^t dij ttd trr^r 

% wfra '<M4d Jr tr+TTPT d?TdKta Jn^dd VtVRTTdfsf %*ftfR WrT RRT 39 

%3dfadR ( 1 ) Jrfdfdfd^ ddTddddftd^^ f^sntdd £&tt | i 

£ 15°,^° l/2 3/70-tT°flTo] 
d£ fc?dt, 29 ?Tdd, 19 70 

wR 1617. — (fdwor) srfsrPrdd, i968 (i968 vr 45 ) ^rrt 
39 ( 4) (®) %dTddfed STRT 114 3RT JTdTT WfdrTdf VT ddtd dRit 

jJT[ %dftd TRVK l(d^Jl VI (d <-d Pi Pa d fddd ddldl STdJd : — 

1. dlH ?TR tnTv'd — ( l) ^ fddd fddSPd ( ddTdddf dd ddTd ) 

Plddj 1970 V^^TT RVd I 
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( 2 ) ir urwtfta viirw Jr im wttwt qft qft t+w i 

2 . ??r fwwi 5 r wsr m f+ ft spttwt wftfsrd w — 

(t) “srftriWT," ftE^ ( fftftTW ) TTfftffiWW, 1968 ( 1968 +T 45) wfftqK 

(iir) "ftJTcWTdfftw" ft WPTTtw srfw srfftfcf k, W> f+ftY fqftw ft 

pnftY fftrofY jtt ftw qft, wrcr ft w<TFft tft ft to suft qft wfe: ft , | 

■q-^ 7^ FTW ^Sf f% ftft sqfftcl TFT E5Tf fift ^ ft WTT7T ET+TT % THTftfftT wfa+Ttl fRT 
trft “Tf*frT % 4 H Tift TT 'ATT TT TGdj°M fft W?[ WITT Wlft WITT 17,+ W^WlftY 
'THTralftd |, WT T?t TlYfWTqT^WftTT^TrTT^wfTTTfr J1TT 

WTTmfwT twwtct tuft trt tt w^wiftt wfuirfftw ft ; 

(w) “trEr" ftwferffttPTTft srmrfw^T ft i 

3. % awfrr fjIH+T WWM IT 5TTTE f+ir 3IT W+ft ^ ^ 

WITT 39^YTTOTTT ( l) ftfftffte WTPT TW TTT ^TfftrT +Y TfPT f+TT 5fT WTTT ft 

frnTfrfer wwfftft fftftYw^Y, srwftr — 

(+) ^ ftTfTraftuf ftl WW ftw ft WTT ft Wf ftTcWTWTcfcr jpT ft, STITT 2 % 
73W (w) WTWTTfTWTfw,i7;+^fr^7^f>qT3gw^TR3TTfr ^ ^ 

ft^TTTftTTwrr+wftwwftwft sftYfrfY ?fT?ft i 

(^) ^ «+f*RT WT fftftt ¥^"hir< % +TRT TW WTHT ^'tft ijt[ fftwft WmiT ft 
EWft+TTf ftlJWWftTTft f%ftY7Wftw % wftYw +Yf TWIT WITT fw $Y, lift fq ' 4+K 
+Y WTT % TW TT if TTT ft WTTT W fftTW, 1 9 6 2 % WTW 1 2«f7 ft? STHTW % T?W ft +W 
TTttt TW ftft TTWEifft ftrfftrTdiUfidl Tft^T I 

[To qn-o 1 / 22 / 70 -ftY ftY II.] 

TTfwT fft?, ftW T wfftj I 


CENTRAL, BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

New Delhi, the 23 rd May 1970 

S.O. 2004. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Sec- 
tion 121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Board of Direct 
Taxes hereby makes the following amendment to the Schedule appended to its 
Notification No. 38 (F. No. 187/6/70-IT(AI), dated 28th March, 1970: 

Against S. No. 13, Punjab, Jammu & Kashmir and Chandigarh, under 
column 3 of the Schedule appended thereto, the existing entry shall 
be substituted by the following: 

"States of Punjab, Jammu & Kashmir and Union Territory of Chandi- 
garh excluding Central Circles at Ludhiana, Amritsar and Srinagar 
and also excluding Income-tax Circle for Kangra and Chamba dis- 
tricts of Himachal Pradesh at Pathankot.” 

This notification shall come into force on the 1 st June, 1970. 

[No. 85 (F. No. 187/0/7O-IT(AI).] 
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•if fc<r, 23T 7 1970 


qflo sfto 2004- — TOTTOTfafmi, 1901 ( 1961 TO 43) STTT 121 ^ TOT- 
«rm ( i) JKrsr^TTTfer'ff^rsrtfEr^fiT ^tototto r.i% ;ftTmEF ?c-3- 0 
TffT^ETr T° 38 (^a To i 8 7/6/ 7 0-TO£° (it-I’ ^ ,'rR Jf R|- 

JET faj-l Ft Rl TSltiR TOTT ^ '. 


TORT TfTO^ 1 % TOTOT 3 % 5TRPR TOT T o 13, 4 ^|iM , TO^J 


tot* 


"’sjfgrFrr , ttotcr cm sfrmr fmr Tiroff «rt tiT«to cm f fo ri M TT 

ST^fl^r TOTOZT fftX TO froff % fair TOR sfe fPTcI TTTTO TfTOT *ft ®faTO 

4 8 IT, 3TTOJTOT ‘tii^+fix; 7TTO *(1 4 to 6*1 TITO | ,J 

srfygm 1 1 970 *Ft ^rft 1 

[To 85(tTETo 187/6/70— wrgo t[0 R (I)] 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi , the 23rd May 1970 

S.O. 2005. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 
121 of the Income-tax Act, 1901 (43 of 19611, the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
hereby makes the following amendment to the Schedule appended to its Notifica- 
tion No, 37 (F. No. 187/5/70TT(AI), dated 31st March, 1970: 

Against S. No. 7C, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh & Delhi III, under column 3 
of the Schedule appended thereto, the following entry shall be added: 

"8. Income-tax Circle for Kangra and Chamba Districts of Himachal Pra- 
desh at Pathankot,” 


This notification shall come into force on the 1st June, 1970. 

[No. 84 (F. No. 187/5/70-IT(AI).} 
L. N. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

5 JF 3 -T* 

TfftpFfr, 23Tf, 1970. 


wt° 2005. — wm irftrfmi, 1 96 1 ( 19 6 i to 43) ^ srm 121 

TOT-tJTTT ( 1 ) 3TTT JRcT ^iftcpff TO 5RtT [TT %Tffal TOTOT TO afltf EPEft Fwldi 
31-3-1970 TOT srftj^KHT To 37 TT° 1 87/5/70- TOf (h-l), # TOTR 

TOj^fr^r^iTOT ftrofirfera trer tor 

•did % mid 3%wdi<lci TOTTo 7 O', Fifti Ml, Hr Id d 

TOT feceTl— 1 1 1 % TER [d +6 Pi Pfl ct M f=l R«d TOT 


“8. f^TTTOT % TOTTT TOTTOTOfroft^ fTOJ TORTOte fpTcT TRTO TfTOT 
T? 1 1 970 R[ JFJH ?>ft I 

[T° 84(^o 187/5/70-TO^o €[o ( it— J ) J 

itsto iro ijrt, tto: Tfro i 
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MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS AND MINES AND METALS 

(Department of Petroleum) 

New Delhi, the 18 th Map 1970 

S.O. 2006. — Whereas by a notification of the Government of India in the Minis- 
try of Petroleum and Chemicals and Mines and Metals (Department of Petroleum), 

S.O. No. 427, dated January 1, 1970, under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1902), 
the Central Government declared its intention to acquire the Right of User in, 
the lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification for the purpose 
of laying pipelines; 

And whereas, the competent authority has, under sub-section (1) of section 0 
of the said Act, submitted report to the Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government has, after considering the said report, 
decided to acquire the right of user in the lands, specified in the schedule append- 
ed to this notification; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (1) of the- 
Section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares, that the right 
of user In the said lands, specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
is hereby acquired for laying the pipelines and in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the right 
of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest 
on this date of the publication of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas. 
Commission free from all encumbrances. 

Schedule 

LAYING PIPELINE FROM GGS II TO FLARE POINT IN NAWAGAM OIL FIELD. 

Stats : Gujarat. DlST : Kaira Taluka ; Matar 


Village 






S. No. 

Hectare 

Arc 

P. Are 

Kathawada 



, 



388 

0 

0 

75 







405 

0 

IO 

52 







406 

0 

4 

57 




. 



407 

0 

I 

25 







409 

0 

2 

75 



* 

* 



408 

0 

7 

63 


[No. 20(3)/ 67-IOC/Lab. & Legis.]- 
M. V. S. PRASADA RAU, Under Secy. 
(Department of Mines and Metals) 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi , the 24th. April 1970 

S.O. 2007. — In the Schedule attached to the Aluminium (Control) Order 1970, 
dated 20th April 1970, published in the Gazette of India Extraordinary Part II, 
Section 3 — sub-section (ii) dated 20th March 1970, the word “Popes" occurlng in 
the 14th line on page 421 thereof may be read as “Pipes”. 

[No. fi(28)-met/70(i),] 
M, S. BHATNAGAR. Under Secy.. 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING AND WORKS, HOUSING 

AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

(Department of Health) 

New Delhi , the 20 th Map 1970 

S.O, 2008, — In exercise of the powers conferred by sections 12 and 33 of the 
Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940 (23 of 1940), the Central Government, after con- 
sultation with the Drugs Technical Advisory Board, hereby makes the following- 
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rules further to amend the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules 1946, the same having 
'been previously published as required by the said sections, namely: - f 

1. (i) These rules may be called the Drugs and Cosmetics (Second Amend- 

ment) Rules, 1970. 

(il) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the 
official Gazette. 

2, In the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1945, in Schedule R Id clause IV of 

sub-paragraph (i) of paragraph 10 regarding “Lebelllng and Packing 
for the words “twenty-four months” the following words shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

“thirty-six months”. 

[No. F. 1-32/70-D.] 
L. K. MURTHY, Under Secy. 


(Department of Health) 

ORDER 

Neyj Delhi, the 25 th May 1970 

S.O. 2009. — Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the late 
'Ministry of Health No. 16-41/61-MI dated the 23rd July, 1062, the Central Gov- 
■ernment has directed that the Medical qualification 'M.D.’ granted by the Universi- 
ty of Kansas, TJ.S.A. shall be recognised medical qualification for the purposes of 
the Indian Medical Council Act 1956 (102 of 1956): 

And whereas Dr. Ira Cox Jr. who possesses the said qualification is for the 
time being attached to the Reynolds Memorial Hospital, Washim, Akola Distt., 
Maharashtra for the purposes of charitable work. 

Now, therefore, In pursuance of clause (c) of the proviso to sub-section (1) 
of section 14 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby specifies — - 

( 1 ) a further period of two years from the date of publication of this order 
in the official gazette, or 

(ii) the period during which Dr. Ira Cox Jr. is attached to the said Reynolds 
Memorial Hospital, Kashim. Akola Distt.. Maharashtra whichever is 
shorter, as the period to which the medical practice by the aforesaid 
doctor shall be limited. 


[No. F. 19-12/70-MPT.] 
R. MURTHI, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23rd~Majj 1970 

S. TJ. »oio. — .In ’pursuance of the directions issued under the provisions of each of the 
enactments specified in the First Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government after consider- 
ing the recommendations of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay hereby approves the film specified 
in column 2 k>f the Second Schedule annexed hereto in Gujarati to be of the description specified 
against it in column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 

The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-Section 4 of the Section 12 and Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (Cenrtal 

Act XXXVII of X 9 J 2 ). 

( 2 ) Sub-Section ( 3 ) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Bombay Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 

1953 (Bombay Act XVII of 1953 ). J 

( 3 ) Sub-Section ( 4 ) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Saurashtra Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 

1953 (Saurashtra Act XVII of 1953 ). 
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> - 

The Sf.cono Schi-dule 


SI. Title Of the 

Length 

Name of the Applicant and the 

Whether a Scientific 

No. film, 

35 tTim 

Name of the Producer 

film Or a film intend- 
ed for educational 
purposes Or a film 
dealing with news 
& current events Or a 
documentary film 

I 2 

3 

4 5 

6 

1 Yasasavi Davako 

304 1 80 M. 

Director of Information, Govern- 
ment of Gujarat, Sachivalaya, 
Ahmedahad-iy- 

Documentary film* 
(for release in the. 
Gujarat Circuit). 


[No. F. 28/1/70'FP-App. 1460]. 
K. K. KHAN, Under Secy- 


T W.T FFlTi!tFT<FTl 
sufst 

nf foHf 22 Ft, 1970 

Wto 2010. — Fl*T FT^fV JTFF if fFSrffTcT JtfFFT 

SrfafFFF % FFFFJ % IFRFtT FT# ft# F# ff#sff % %?sf# FTTR, ftiFF FFTTi fo rpr 

w'rr, fi fwrfTTfr qr t# % ft?, irq-TiKi , rtf ftf fj-fTF 
% TTFfF 2 F ft *rf ftiFF # TF% FFTTcft FTFr TFTFTT F%T, ftiFTT ftFTF FF% FT*# 
TFT fa#F STT^fft % TTFF 6 F ftVT gW I, F^ftfTcT TF# £ ;— 

sr«PT WJFTft 

( 1 ) TTrftT FfSTpTFF, 1952 ( 1 9 S 2 TN 37 FT %?STF srfafnFF) # FnT 

12 ^5WI ( 4 ) FFTFFT ir I 

( 2 ) WtfF^RT (ftfdFF) FfaffiFF 1953 ( 1953TT 1 7 Ft F*F^ STfllfFFF ) > 
qO-STRI 5 # FWTTT ( 3) TFT STITT 9 I 


(3) *fkT^fF%FT (ftfFFF) FfaftFF 1953 (l953 ^T 17 Ft FtURJ 
WftrfTFF) SETT 5 # TTEETT ( 4 ) T«TT SITCT 9 I 


fjrrtT 

TF ftm-F TT FTF 

f'fieF TT 

FKF TT RTF PTT? TT W FTF 

TTT ^JIlfn'T ftfiFF 

F5FT 



| VI fWT F<R ; tfT 


3 5 fFo 


fftieF t ft FFlFTC 


F 10 


«ftT FTFfaT TJTPSff 




# ftRF I FI *T£- 




F^cfY ftuFF % 1 

1 2 

3 

4 5 

6 

1 nFF# FFP# 

(fiT-304 , 

8 0 f'TTTT'Tr, tjsif jJFT 

tt|f^t Puff 

TFft) 


Turn: fNfif-t 

(TFT FFITT F%T 



FgFTTFTT- 1 5 

% ft# ) 


[Fo 28/1/70- F9>° 'fto c rfVfFT c 3 
^To *?0 JJTF, MFC 
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DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

New Delhi, the 18th May 1970 

S.O. 2011. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- Section (1) 

"5A of the Delhi Development Act, 1957 (61 of 1957), the Delhi Development Autho- 
rity has, with the approval of the Lt. Governor, Delhi constituted with effect from 
25th September 1968 Yamuna Tat Vikas Kosh Board consisting of the following 
members, to administer the Yamuna Tat Vikas Kosh formed for the purpose of 
development of the ghats and the adjoining areas on both sides of the river 
Yamuna in Delhi: — 

Chairman : 

Chief Executive Councillor, Delhi. 

■Members : 

1. Vice Chairman, D.D.A. 

2. Engineer Member, D.D.A. 

•3. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation of Delhi, 

-4. Chairman, Standing Committee, M.C.D. 

5. The Mayor of Delhi, 

6. Leader of the Opposition Group in the Corporation. 

■Hony. Secy. 

Commissioner Implementation, D.D-A. 

Hony. Treasurer. 

Chief Accounts Officer, D.D.A. 


[No. FA/ CAO/ 5/ 50/08.] 
M. L. MONGIA, Secy. 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT, INTERNAL TRADE AND COMPANY 

AFFAIRS 

(Department of Industrial Development) 

New Delhi, the 23 rd May 1970 

S.O. 2012. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 72 of the Indian 
Patents and Designs Act, 1911 (2 of 1911), the Central Government hereby 

appoints the Deputy Director (Commercial Intelligence), Directorate of Industries, 
Shillong, Assam, as an authority for the purpose of the said section, and makes 
the following amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the 
late Ministry of Commerce and Industry No. S.R.O. G81, dated the 23rd March, 
1955, namely: — 

In the said notification, after item (38) and the entry relating thereto, the 
following item and entry shall be Inserted, namely: — 

“(39) The Deputy Director (Commercial Intelligence), Directorate of In- 
dustries (Assam), Shillong, Assam”. 


[No. F, 33(7)-PP&D/70.] 
HARGUNDAS, Under Secy. 

wVtfipfl SrtWlYtl S3FRT (TNT imi) SfTpf tPTPTr 

(wfeftfilT firm fiDTFT) 

Tt fcvfT, 23 Ef, 1 970 

wfinawdT 

qnotffo 2012 . — RTdk (TNT felT^T NfvfipUT, 1911, ( 1911 ST 2) S? 

ERI 72 5TCTT3V1 Dlfkh^l STTTFrTTd^TT, ( q | fli|p^ qq i NTTjNRT) 
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'Jlfljr pFiiiisw, fxi'Jii'i d h ST fTi % ^TTt^nT % ffTtf tra^ai h rfiRTd ^ 

awr ^TfiFHT mrr TffFr wr, «ttci tk+k ^ rw trr 0 mrc o 

5tTTo 68 1, ferN^ 23RTT, 195 5 if TTrfV Wrj;: — 

'3 T Ff s RT SlfTgW if H? ( 38) % fimT£ cPTI TRfEJR ?tf%fe if 
IT? d«TT Jlfafe Sn^ff, wfa : — 

"(39) ’tn^rr), 

ssiV f6^iH9 (strtrt), ftraw, WTTrnr i 

[tt o qrTo 33/(7 )<ft. tj^s. ft. 1 7 0] 

?,y<pT?ET, *PTT TTf?T 1 


(Department of Industrial Development) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 26 th May 1970 

5.0. 2013. — In exercise of the cowers conferred by section 18G of the Industries 
(Development and Regulation) Act, 1951 (65 of 1951), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following Order further to amend the Motor Cara (Distribution 
and Sale) Control Order, 1969, namely:— 

1. (1) This Order may be called the Motor Cars (Distribution and Sale) Con- 
trol (Amendment) Order, 1970. 

(2) It shall come into force on the date of its publication in the Official 
Gazette. 

2. In clause 7 of the Motor Cars (Distribution and Sale) Control Order, 1959, 
for the second proviso, the following proviso shall be substituted, namely:— 

"Provided further that the Controller, or in a State an officer appointed for 
the purpose by the Government of that State may, after making such inquiries 
as he deems fit, authorise the dealer by permit in writing to sell the motor car — 

(a) if the person whose name has been registered In the register of the 

dealer is dead, to the heir of such person; 

(b) if It Is a company, registered under the Companies Act, 1950 (1 of 

1956), and subsequent to the registration of its name in the register 

of the dealer, — 

(i) it has changed its name, in the naane of the company so changed; 

(ii) it has transferred the undertaking, property and liabilities to any 
other company as a result of amalgamation sanctioned by the Court, 
in the name of the company to which the undertaking, property 
and liabilities have been transferred: 

(i.i) It is amalgamated as a result of the order of the Central Government 
made in that behalf, in the name of the company resulting from 
the amalgamation and specified in that order; 

(c) if it is a firm and subsequent to the registration of Its name in the 

register of the dealer — • 

(i) it has changed its name, m the name of the firm so changed, 

(ii) if it has been dissolved, in the name of any of the partners to whom 

the permit is transferred under the provisions of the agreement 
dissolving the partnership.” 

[No. 8(34)/68-A.E,I. (I).] 

8.0. 2014. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 18G of the Industries 
(Development and Regulation) Act, 1951 (65 of 1951), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following order further to amend the Scooters (Distribution and 
Sale) Control Order, 1960, namely: — 

1. (1) This order may be called the Scooters (Distribution and Sale) Control 
(Amendment) Order, 1970. 
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(2) It shall come Into force on the date of its publication in the official 
Gazette. 

j 

2. In clause 7 u£ the Scooters (Distribution and Sale). Control Order, I960, for 
the second proviso, the following proviso shall be substituted, namely:— 

“Provided further that the Controller, or in a State an officer appointed for the- 
purpose by the Government of that State may, after making such enquiries aa 
he deems fit, authorise the dealer by permit in writing to sell the scooter — 

(a) if the person whose name has been registered in the register of the 

dealer la dead, to the heir of such a person; 

(b) If It is a company, registered under the Companies Act, 1956 (1 of 

1956), and subsequent to the registration of its name in the register 
of the dealer,— 

(i) It has changed its name, in the name of the company so changed; 

(ii) it has transferred the undertaking, property and liabilities to any 

other company as a result of amalgamation sanctioned by the- 
Court, in the name of the company to which the undertaking, pro- 
perty and liabilities have been transferred; 

(iii) it is amalgamated as a result of the order of the Central Govern- 
ment made In that behalf, in the name of the company resulting 
from the amalgamation and specified in the order; 

(c) if it Is a firm and subsequent to the registration of its name In the- 

register of dealer— 

( 1 ) it has changed its name, in the name of the firm so changed, 

( 11 ) if It has been dissolved, in the name of any of the partners to whom 
the permit is transferred under the provisions of the agreement 
dissolving the partnership,” 

[No. 8(34)/08-AEI (DJ 
R. V. SUBRAHMANIAN, Jt. Secy. 


(Department of Inhut tritd D«".eJci-nuii' 

(INDIAN STANDARD INSITUTION) 

New Delhi, the 27 th April 1970 

S.O, 20t5 — I n exercise of the powers conferred on me under sub-regulation (4) of regula- 
tion 3 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, as amend- 
ed from time to time, modifications to the provisions of the Indian Standard, details of which are 
mentioned in th e Schedule given hereafter, have tentatively been made with a view to exped 
iting the use of the Standard Mark, without in any way affecting the quality of goods covered by 
the relevant standard. These modifications shall come into force with immediate effect ; 


The Schedule 


Si. 

No. 

No. and Tide of Indian 
Standard, the Provisions of 
which have been Modified 

Number(s) of the 
Existing Clauses 
Affected 

Particulars of the Modifications 
made to the Provisions 

I 

2 

3 

4 

I 

IS : 3309-1965 Specification 
for soluble coffee chicory 
powder. 

Table 1 regarding 
requirements for 
solubc french coffee 
powder. 

( 1 ) Table 1 , SI. No. ii, Col. 2 — 
Delete the wo r d ‘Min’ 

( 2 ) Table 1 , Sr. No. «, Col. 3 — 
Substitute ‘ 7-5 t° 9 - 0 ’ for 
'7-5' 


[No, CMD /13 : 4-1 
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New Delhi, the 28th 4pr*{ 1870 

O. 2016. — In exercise of the powers conferred oyi me under sub-rcgulagjon (4) of regu- 
lation 3 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, as amended 
from time to time, modifications to the provisions of the Indian Stantjard, details of which are 
mentioned in the Schedule given hereafter, have tentatjvply been made with a view to expediting 
the use of the Standard Mark, without in any way affecting the quality of goods covered by the 
relcvapt standard. This notification shall come into force with immediate effect : 

The ScHiDiti.e 


SI. 

No. 

No. and Title of Indian 
Standard, the Provisions 
of which have been Modified 

Number of the 
Existing Clause 
Affected 

Particulars of the Modifications 
made to the Provisions of the 
Indian Standard 

I 

2 

3 

4 

I 

IS : 10-1964. Specification for 
plywood tea-chests 
(~econd revision') 

Clause 5- 1 and 
Table 1 

An additional size of tea-chests, 
namely of 40x40x60 cm dimen- 
sions has been included in 


clause 5- 1 with resultant addi- 
tions in Table I. This size 
is included in the draft third 
revision of IS tio— which hat 
been issued for comments 
under Doc. No. BDC 20 
(1768), February, 1970. 


[No. CMD/i3:4-] 


New Delhi, the 19th May 1870 

S. O. 20*7.— .In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of regulation 14 of the Indian Standards 
Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, as amended subsequently, the Indian Stan- 
dards Institution hereby notifies that licence No CM/L-60, particulars of which are given beiow, 
hat been cancelled with effect from 16 M.ay 1970 ; 


Licence No. & Date 

Name & Address Artlcie/Process 

of the Licensee Covered by the 

Licence Cancelled 

Relevant Indian 
Standard 

CM/L-60 20-1-1958 

The Standard Furni- Tea-cheat plywood 
tureCo.Ltd..Kallal, Panels. 

Kozhikode — (Kerala 

State) 

IS 10-1564 Speci- 
fication for Ph wood 
Tea-chests (Second 
Revision) 



[No. CMD/55:6o.] 

S. O. 2018 . — In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of regulation 14th of the Indian Star dt id Insti- 
tution (Certification Marks) Regulators. 1955. as amended subsequently, the Indian Standards 
Institution hereby notifies that licence No. CM/L-70, particulars of which arc given below, has 
been cancelled with effect from 16th May 1970 : 

Licence No, & Date 

Name & Address of Articlc/Frocess 

the Licensee Covered by the 

Licence Cancelled 

Relevant Indian 
Standfrd 

CM/L-70 7-2-1958 

The Standard Furni- Tea-chest Plywood 
turc Co. Ltd., Panels 

Chalakudi (Kerala 

State) 

IS : 10-1964 Speci- 
fication for Plywood 
Tea-chests (Second 
Revision), 


[No. CMD/55:70.] 
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New Delhi , the 22nd May 1970 

S. O. 2 oi 9 . — In pursuance of sub-rule (i) of rule 4 if tfe Indian Standards Institution 
(Certification Marks) Rules. 1955, tbo Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that ti c 
Standard Mark design of which together with the verbal description of the design and the title 
of the relevant Indian Standard is given in the Schedule hereto annexed, has been specified. 

Tnis Standard M irk for the p urposc of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification marks) 
Act, 1952 and the .lules rid Regulations framed thereunder, shall come into force with effect 
from 16 May 1970 : 

The Schedule 


SI. 

No. 

Design of the 
Standard Mark 

Product/Class of 
Product 

No. and Tile of the 
Relevant Indian 
Standard 

Verbal description — 
the Design of the 
Standard M ark 

( 1 ) 

(a) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


1. IS : 516 Cube moulds for IS: 516-1959 Methods The monogram of 

cement testing of test for strengt the Indian Standards 

of concrete Institution, consist- 

ing of letters ‘ISP 
drawn in the exact 
style and relative 
proportions as indi- 
cated in Co] . (2) , t he 
number designation 
of the Indian Stan- 
dard being super- 
scribed onthetopjde 
and the words 
•CUBE MOULD’ 
being subscribed 
under the bottom 
side of the mono- 
gram as indicated 
in the design. 



[No. CMD/i 3 : 9 .J 


S. O. 20 10 . — In pursuance of sub-regulation (3) of regulation 7 of the Indian Standards 
Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies 
that the marking fee per unit for Cube moulds for cement testing, details of which are given 
in the Schedule hereto annexed, has been determined and the fee shall come into force with 
effect from 16 May, 1970. 


The Schedule 


■>si. 

No. 

Produet/Clasa of 
Products 

No. and Title of 
Relevant Indian 
Standard 

Unit 

Marking Fee per 
UniT 

CD 

w 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

I. 

Cibs moulds for 
cement testing 

IS : 516-1959 Me- 
thods of test for 
strength of concrete. 

One piece 

50 paise 


[No. CMD/i3:io.] 

A. K. GUPTA,- 
Deputy Director General. 
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MINISTRY OF FOOD, AGRICULTURE, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND 

CO-OPERATION 

(Department of Agriculture) 

New Delhi, the 23rd Map 1970 

S.O, 202. — The following draft of rules further to amend the Vegetable Ofla 
Grading and Marking Rules, 1955, which the Central Government proposes to 
make, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Agricultural Produce 
(Grading and Marking) Act, 1937 (1 of 1937), is hereby published, aa required by 
the said section, for the information of all persons likely to be a fleeted thereby 
and notice is hereby given that the said draft will be taken into consideration on 
or after the 19th June 1970. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received from any person with 
■respect to the said draft before the date specified above, will be considered by the 
Central Government. 

Draft Rules 

1. These rules may be called the Vegetable oils Grading and Marking (Amend- 
ment) Rules, 1970. 

2. In the Vegetable oils Grading and Marking Rules 1936, for Schedule IX, the 
following Schedule shall be substituted namely: — 
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Schedule 

Agmark grad? designations and definitions of 


Grade Designation Description. Clarity in Colour Specific Refractive 

height of on gravity index at 

column of Lovibond at 30 °/ 40°C. 

oil (Inches scale in 30°C. 
through 1" cell 
which expressed 

Bourgeois as Y + jR 

print can (Not 
be read in deeper 
a 100 ml. than) 

Nessler 

tube) 


Medicinal* 

. The oil shall be the 
genuine refined product 
of Castor Seed (Ricinus 
Communis). It shall be 
free from admixture 
with other oils subs- 
tance and also free 
from sediment and 
suspended matter. 

4-0 

3‘5 

0954 

to 

o’ 060 

1-4700 

to 

1-4740 

First Special . 

Do. 

4-0 

3-7 

o-954 

to 

0-960 

I^yOO 

to 

1*4740 

First 

. The oil shall be the 
genuine product of 

castor seed (Ritinus 

Communis). It shall be free 
from admixture with other 
oil or subatance and 

also free from sediment and 
suspended matter. 

2-0 

30 

O' 954 
to 

0-960 

1-4700 

to 

1-4740 

Commercial 

-Do— 

1 * 

40 

0-954 

to 

0960 

1*4700 

to 

1.4740 


♦Note : — Medicinal Grade Castor Oil shall be graded under Agmark only if it 

“Mix 5 ml. of oil with an equal volume of Carbon disulphide and add 1 ml, of Sul- 
brown”. 
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IX 

quality for Castor Oil. 


Saponifi- 

cation 

value 


Iodine Acetyl Unsaponi- Acid 
Value Value flcbfe value 
(Wij's (Not less than) matter (Not 

Method) (Not more more 

than rban) 

per cent) 


Certical Moisture 
solution and im- 
tempera- purities 
ture in (N 4 t ex- 
alcohol cccding 
below per cent 

by weight) 


Ash 
content 
max. per cent 


177 to 185 82 to 90 143-0 o-8 2.0 o°C 0-25 o-oj 


177 to 185 821090 143-0 o-8 2-0 o°C 

77 to 185 82 to 90 143-0 i-o 4 - o — 


Bo- 25 

0-75 


0*10 


o-io 


177 to 185 82 to 90 143-0 fo 6-o — 1.0 


conforms to the test given below. 

phuric acid 95% W/ W — the mixture may be colcured reddish brown but not blackish 


[No. F. io-3/69-E.A.] 
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wur, vfa, WFjnftw ftwi <ffr 
(vprfinrm) 

fercfr, 23 fI, 1970 

F7° WTo 2021. — FFTlft for tfTC fV^T ffom, 1 9 5 5 t tfhc WTt 

ttfSFT ^ $ fan ffoTF ipr, fat ffa FFTR (tttfTCF wk FfafFFJT, 1937 

qt mrr 3 stct sr?^ srfafo"i «pt srok qrct ^ frifk ttc*ftc ;rcrrt q?r stffi'tft qrctf 
fVrfafer ftcf, w mrr jrcr FnTFtfaF, t^jra ff rtf arffa f f qt qTTqqrrtt 
% fair smfOT fw FTFT $ farm SfFTffoT ?>rr tFT®? flT tr-fTTRl g;fw 
(VqT «iTFT ^ fV 37RT M TT 1 9 — 6 — 7 0 H?T WT \3F% qTRT<^ ftFTC Pt>FT tth^hT I 

qfc fatf sqfrer t Ffer ht^t % qrt t sqrc ftftffoF orffa t qrff wotr 

qT FSTPT 5TFTT gt* ft FF <T T %Ffk ffoTTC FT^T I 

FTWF IfFF 

1. if fFFF qRTTft for ^ TI ffWT qfo ffo^r (ttfa-T) faFF, 1970 qr| FT ^if 1 

2. qqrrft for NtfarcF tffo ffojjq ffonr, 1955 if, 9 % pfh <tc fforc- 
ftprPsra- wFftV qffoqifqTT qt FTmff, w*rft :— 

5TC#f * for qq rj? TFTq? t°ft wfafJTF tfo FFFjff IX 

qofa forSFTH tftftfa 30°/ 30° 40° to 

wPtoft qt 3i'qT$ t tfor IT 1 to qr ftffoF if: 

fork F'lfF F'Fnt'riF' 

(^ff t -f- 5 FTC folT 
100fto fofoqqF FF 

t^FTCFtf (twffoF 
t fart FTC- F?TTF?f) 
fforTT Iks 

WT FT TT%) 


1 


6 


♦wfatfa Ff for Wt % tfaf 4.0 3.5 0.954 1.4700 

(ftffoTF qTRjffor ) FT t t 

«ratf qffofTT fw 0.960 1.4740 

fCTT FfTTC ^tlT I 
fatr w 1 ! for ft qnt 
% qfqffoTCT t rjFTT - 
^foT FTTOF sftT 
ftfofaF tpST t Ft 
TJFF ^Ftt I 
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IX 

MtVnmi 

Ei^fl'- wnftf^T- ^rfCTT- nwwjift- hwth 

•PWTFT *TFT *TFT (% *TFT $ WJfl-ll SjfEJWT 

(frW- (% SFWsfteT (*F^Tff H Id Vld 

<rafa) (srfaw sFrfiFp) 5ffouFT?t 

vki ^Frftr^r) 

snrfawr) 
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1 2 

3 

4 5 

4 

sr«DT -*nrW-~ 

4. 0 

3 ' 7 0.954 

1. 4700 



*r 

*T 



0. 960 

1. 4740 

Si^H 41 1 

2. 0 

30 0.954 

1. 4700 

(Pdwr ^njfrra-) 



?r 

fpT fl-frm 3*TTT ^TT 1 
*T{I 7 A r M TT 

TTT'f ft ’TfafjT^ % 

^>it q;* ?^rsu 
tfk fT-frfrarcT sar % 
tft qw ^Frr i 


0. 960 

1. 4740 

trrftrfsiRT — q-«fr^— 

— 

40 0.954 

1.4700 



% 

Sr 



0. 960 

1 . 4740 


*fas<nyV — sftatffa »pt sowt w ^Rffar ^rfr furfur *r sWryfl 

FFH JTRTT if TTFT YnWW'S.'i fw*tr *lk 1 fajfr 
^t?iwr§ %f^r f^r — *nj i ” 
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~fh 

8 

9 

lo 

11 12 

13 

14 

177 

82 

143.0 

0. 8 

O 

'<tr 

Q 

0 

0 

CN 

0. 25 

0. io 

% 







185 

90 






1 77 

82 

143. 0 

1 . 0 

4.0 — 

0. 75 

0.10 

% 

*r 






185 

91 







177 

82 143.0 

1 . 0 

6. 0 

— 

1 . 0 

— 

?r 

%■ 






185 

90j 







f^TT ^rnrTr far; t % »rpT |t " 5 ffuff -fter ?m it t*%ar 

gsaffffn^T/^^fwfi? ttcit t— *ni 


fiio’Ero 10 - 3 / 69 -^ 0 ^ 0 ] 
*fto I^o JTl%i!fT, I 
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CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 23rd May 1970 

S.O. 2022. — In the notification of the Government of India In the Ministry of 
Food, Agriculture, Community Development and Co-operation (Department of 
Agriculture) No. S.O. 635 published in the Gazette of India [Part II, Section 3 (11)} 
page 805 dated the 14th February, 1970, the following correction is notified: — 
Word "Post” may ,be Inserted between the words *by’ and ‘weighing’ occurring 
in clause (4) so as to read as “A flat rate of 85 paise on each packet of wool sample 
despatched by post weighing over J kilogram and upto 2J kilograms irrespective 
of weight or grade". 


[No. 8-1/09-L.AJ 
V. K. MALIK, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 
(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports & Exports) 

New Delhi, the 22nd May 1970 

S.O. 2023.— M/s. Scientific Instrument Co., Ltd., New Delhi were granted an 
import licence No. G/DG/2106404/C/XX/27/H/25, dated 3rd April, 1968, for 
Rs. 39,530. They have applied for a duplicate licence (both Customs and Exchange 
Control purpose copies) on the ground that the original custom and exchange pur- 
pose copies have been lost without having been registered with any Customs Autho- 
rity and unutilised. In support of this contention the applicant has filed an affidavit- 
I am satisfied that the original Custom and Exchange Control purpose copies of 
the licence No. G/DG/2106404/C/XX/27/C/H/25, dated 3rd April, 1968, have- 
been lost and that duplicate copies thereof should be issued to the applicant. 

In exercise of the powers conferred on me by clause 9(cc) of the Import (Con- 
trol) order No. 17/55, dated 7th December, 1955, as amended from time to time, 
the undersigned cancels the Customs and Exchange Control copies of import licence 
No. G/DG/2106404/C/XX/27/C/H/25, dated 3rd April, 1968, for Rs. 39,630 for 
the import of L and N No. 8059 B Muller Bridge etc., under I.T.C. Schedule 
S. No, 78(IX)/V issued in favour of M/s. Scientific Instruments Co., Ltd., New 
Delhi. 


[No. 47-S/Cont/67-68/GLS/04.J 
G. D. BAHL, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 28th May 1070 

S.O. 2024. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian 
Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the 
Director General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 16th June, 1970 as 
the date on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced In FARRUKHABAD 
Telephone Exchange, U.P. Circle. 

[No. 5-51/70-PHB,] 
D. R. BAHL, Assistant Director General. (PHB> 

form 
(yt«p mr ) 
fcsrt, 2 8 Iff, 1970 

fJRo 2024.— ^TFfr (f®lT 627, fSBfa 8 1960 

sttt bfi faft 1951 % att fouff % fwr 434 % ate III % fcr 
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(qr) % ^ 4 > i w r ra TT %?jr i 6-6-70 1 spnfqfi tt 

qiT fqvqq fqW ^ I 

jtfo 5-51/70 Tto^ro^ro] 

#r* ^rrto 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Win*) 

New Delhi, the 25 th May 1970 

S.O. 2025. — In partial modification of this Ministry’s Notification No. 39-TAG 
(l)/70 dated the 27th February. 1970 published in the Extraordinary Gazette of 
India Part H, Section 3, Sub-Section (il) under S.O. No. 829, the Central Government 
hereby cancels the enforcement of section 25 of the Motor Vehicles (Amendment) 
Act, 1989 (50 of 1969) with effect from the 2nd March, 1970. 

2. In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 1 of the 
said Act, the Central Government, hereby appoints 1st day of November, 1970' 
as the date on which the provisions of section 25 of the said Act shall come into 
force. 

[No. 39-TAG (13) / 70.J 


qfti qfanfq qfTsrs* 

(qfrr*pr w) 

irfftc'fy 25 *r£, 1970 

w)o 2025- — *r<> 39-£t°^o3fro (i)/70 ffrtbr 
27 9F7 Tm 1970 SNrTOTCN *IPT, 2 ^ 3, (ii) 

qtfo 5Tlo *[o 829 % STiffa ST^TlfFlcT ft ETVTT Q[?rSSTTT 

(lTN>Jd-) 1969 (1969SRT 56)qft*Tm 2 5 % Sf^fT^T 2m=q 1970 

IT, Tf qfTrfl t I 

2. wfafaw <t arc 1 qft ~TTrrr (2) sm irti vrfqvr^f w spm qr^ 
^tt rrd^STTT qq h 1 9 7 o % qf# fer qit fTRter ^ ^q*r faqr qrtfft 

dTtf'sr qfr ^er srfiifqvTr qft stttt 2 5 % qrrrfNr 1 

[?io 39-^°^°^° (13) / 7 oj 

New Delhi, the 26th May 1970 

S.O. 2026. — The following draft rules further to amend the Inter-State Trans- 
port Commission Rules, 1960, which the Central Government proposes to make in 
exercise of the powers conferred by section 63C of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1939 
(4 of 1939) Is hereby published as required by sub-section (1) of section 133 of 
the said Act, for the information of all persons likely to be affected thereby and 
notice Is hereby given that the said draft will be taken into consideration by the 
Central Government on or after the 20th June 1970. 

Any objection or suggestion which may be received from any person in respect 
of the said draft before the date specified above will be duly considered by the 
Central Government. 

Draft Rules 

1. These rules may be called the Inter-State Transport Commission (Amend* 
ment) Rules, 1970. 
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2. In rule 24 of the Inter-State Transport Commission Rules, 1960: — 

(1) In sub-rule (1), for the words "thirty days” wherever they occur the 
words "sixty days” shall be substituted; 

(li) after subrrule (4), the following sub-rule shall be inserted, namely: — 
"(3) An appeal preferred under sub-rule (1) shall bear a court fee- 
stamp of ten rupees,” 

[No, 39-TAG(10)/70.] 
K. C. JOSHI, Dy. Secy. 

5ft 26 1970 

2026 - V'fl'ijpUw foTJT, 1 9 6 0 Sf 

PdHRt(«rcf STHFI fspf fVt: *TT#T 193 9 ( 193 9 ’FT 

4) <frsrnT 634 - (=r) 5 rer srrcT wfanff snfFr ^ gfr nft mfm m r yuft $ ott 
tmr 1 33 <Ft tottt ( 1 ) ski qqFTfer, soft wifaR ft # grmrft % 
f^m nearer snrrfafr iftoT iid^ru jpFtftRT Putt tsrraT § tflr i^aTTr 

'^tct ^ricft ^ fq> w srnm qr *1 vhk 2 0 ^r, 1970 *Ft qr % 3 14 , Pi-mk +1)1) 1 

f%lft ®TpRT ^ iJW 5IRF 7 % Si vft qi$q 4T ■IJflTq SiTT fqfafipsE dTffa' it *pf 

fFlT AX %qfk IR^FR 1 

nT?q fqqq 

SFdrff^FF HP^d WFfFt (#IfftSFT) PUHT, 197 0 

1. A f?ixnT srwnffiftr^ qfrq^q srnfFr (infm) fw, 1970 ^tt i 

2. SFcRfftTO Hp<«l(fr ’TPfFr f-FUT, 1960 %pRFT 24 Sr : 

(i) gr-Pm ( i ) ‘rft¥ ftq’ wstf F <^f •$[ A hitt £r % s*ift ax 

‘ ‘FT2> fiFT” «i*c xldt^ipHd f+l[ vmij) ; 

(ii) qq-faqq (4) % qqqnj; Pwf^rftrd sq-fwr 5 Rr:**n 1 qcr Pptt 
qptqi qqfq; : — 

"(5) qqpqqq (1) %?nflq q?t q£ srfVq qr qq qqt w Tfa 

*3TPT 5>TT I 

[qo39-£U afro ( 1 0) / 7 0] 

% ° o qWr, qq-qfqq 1 

(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 28th May 1970 

S.O. 2027. — In pursuance of rule 5 of the Indian Merchant Shipping (Seamen’s 
Employment Office, Calcutta) Rules, 1934, the Central Government hereby estab- 
lishes a Seamen’s Employment Board (Foreign-going) at the Port of Calcutta for 
a period of two years with effect from the date of issue of this Notification and 
•appoints the following persons to be members thereof, namely: — 

1. The Director-General of Shipping. ' 

2. The Deputy Director General of 
Shipping, in charge of Searhen’s 
Employment Office, Calcutta. 

3. The Labour Commissioner, West 
Bengal, Calcutta. 

4. The Shipping Master, Calcutta. 

5. The Principal Seamen’s Welfare 
Officer, Calcutta. 

6. The Director. Seamen’s Welfare 
ment Office, Calcutta. 
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7. Capt. A. B, McSweeney. 
a Shri P. I, D. Barty. 

9.*Shri R. N. GhosaL 

10. Shri N. K. Sen. 

11. Shri K. Raghavan. 

12. Capt. C. G. Bhoot. 

13. Shri Asit Mitra. 

14. Shri Bejoy Mukerjee. 

15. Shri Ajit Chakraborty. 

16. Shri Subhrendu Chatter jee. 

17. Shri Sunil Das. 

18. Shri Rattan Ballav. 


} 


Members 

Shipowners. 

representing 


Members 

representing 

Seamen. 


2. The Director-General of Shipping shall be the Chairman of the Board. The* 
Deputy-Director-General of Shipping, in charge of Seamen’s Employment Office, 
Calcutta shall be the Vice-Chairman of the Board. 


3. The Director, Seamen’s Employment Office, Calcutta shall act as the Secretary- 
of the Board. 


[No. 15 MT(2) /69.JI 
J. R. BHATTACHARYA, Dy. Secy.. 

28 Rf, 1970 


<pto rr 2 7.-RHRtR RrfarfippF RteiRf*R?R (rtT<fk frar^R "pppprrr) 

ftBBi, i954%ftmr 5 % r rtpr t'/RSHT tt tt tt RR fsr 
^ fair pr aft vaftv ft rrr RTfft'P TtoRH ^ (fftftRRPft) f%^RT 

jfrpft | frn fTRfirf'srar strfwtff aft rrpt war faffR aRrft RRfr : — 


itwr aRRfafftfaw 
RRft <ri<3 RRPR 

3. nr rrjpt, qiwr rrtr, \ 

4. rfRPlfRr^R R1TST, JpPPPrTT I 

5. R3R RTfa-P fi-RTR RfftRlfT, I 

6. Wrftpp Cl'*HilA <tvm H n 1 - 


1. MldMliW 
2 T 1 cl H S *1 % 'dH upi 

RifV+" ■CMuk *0 1 u I'l a , 
't-'-n-nT, IJr 'PTifRrfV I 


7. •h'-ui’i sfto ftapNftff I 

8. sft'ftc snf 0 Tlo rt^T I 

9. >sfV RTT° RtNTB I 

10. RR | 

11. TTWT I 

12. TNITE ftYo 7ft 0 vjj | 

13. sftRfftRfRNT I 

14. fftRR I 

15. trsfVr Rwft 

16- NTRjft I 

1 7. SIR I 

1 8. TtFT RUNR I 


hIuhi fftaftr i r>T srffr— 
fftftw anftaTtT wrt 


I d|pFpl(<PT 

1 RfftlftfVcR *PTft «H% WRT 
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2. 'Tfcr <rfT^T % JTijrfr&HT TO^TTC % 5TWaT I ^fTTpe-T^^ % 

JTTf^p wwr, % «pnfRTd, to % burtst i *■? 

3. fat*rar, drfaf; t^put vTqfyzr, wr, to ^ % ?rf^T TW tTO i 

[R° 15“TO° * 0 (2)/ 69] 
%o 37 ^rf-TO 1 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 20th May 1970 

S.O. 2028. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
■ of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
-Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Madras, In the Industrial dispute bet- 
ween the employers In relation to the managements (1) M/s. India Cement Limit- 
ed, Sankarl West Post Office, Salem District, (2) Messrs Star Construction and 
Transport Company, Sankarl West and their workmen, which was received by the 
•Central Government on the 14th May, 1970. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, MADRAS 
Saturday, the 2nd day of May, 1970. 


(Present : 

Thiru S. Swamikkannu, B.Sc., M.L., Industrial Tribunal, Madras. 

I.D. No. 21 or 1969 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication u/s. 10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act, 
1947 between the workmen and the managements of (1) M/s. India Cement Ltd., 
Sankarl West and (2) M/s. Star Construction and Transport Company, Sankarl 
Went). 

Between : 

1. The General Secretary, The India Cements Employees Union, Sankarl 

West Post Office, Salem District. 

2. The Secretary, India Cement and Mining Workers’ Union, Karumapura- 

tbanur, Sankarl West Post Office, Salem District. 

And 

1. The General Manager, M/s. India Cement Ltd., Sankarl West. 

2. M/s. Star Construction and Transport Company Sankarl West, Salem 

District (Impleaded as per order dated 2nd May, 1970, In Misc. App. 
No. 198/70 in I.D- No. 21 of 69>: 


(Reference ; 

Order No. 30/48/68-LR-I, dated 20th February, 1969 of the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment) Government of India, New Delhi. 

This dispute coming on this day for Anal disposal in the presence of Thiru G. 
"Venkataraman, Advocate of M/s. Aiyer and Dolla, Advocates for the Union No. 1, 
"Thiru S. Ramaswamy, Advocate for Union No. 2 and of Thlruvalargal M. R. 
"Narayanaswamy and D- Meenakshlsundaram, Advocates for the management No. 1 
.and Thlruvalargal T. Raghovan and T. K. Seshadri, Advocates for the manage- 
ment No. 2, upon perusing the reference and all other material papers on record 
end the parties having filed a Joint memorandum of settlement and clarification 
and recording the same, this Tribunal made the following: — 

AWARD 

This is a Central Government reference In respect of an industrial dispute 
^between the management of M/s. India Cements Limited, Sankari West Post Office 
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(District Salem) and their workmen in respect of the matters specified In the 
£chedi^,e to the reference. 

2, The India Cements and Mining Workers Union. Union II herein, alone filed 
a claim statement putting forth the demands of the workmen. Union No. 1 did 
not file any claim statement, No counter statement also has been filed in this 
case. 


3. On 29th April, 1970, the learned counsel for the managements, viz., M/ s. 
India Cements and M/s. Star Construction, as well as the learned counsel for the 
Unions, India Cements Employees Union and India Cements and Mining Workers 
Union, appear and represent that the parties to the I.D. have settled all the Issues 
referred in this I.D. and the settlement dated 7th April, 1969 and the clarification 
dated 9tn August, 1969 may be recorded. The case wais posted to 2nd May, 1970 
for passing orders on the application for impleading the second management. 

4. Today, application for Impleading the Star Construction and Transport Com- 
pany ig allowed. The memo of settlement dated 7th April, 1969 and the' clari- 
fication dated 9th August, 1969 thereto are recorded. An award Is passed in 
terms of the settlement as well as the clarification which will form part of the 
award. 


List of Witnesses and Documents marked for both sides, 

NU. 


(Sd.)/.- S. Swamikkawto, 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Memorandum of Settlement (A) 

Whereas the India Cements Employees’ Union had raised demands relating 
to; — 

(1) Abolition of contract system of labour adopted by M/s. The India Cements 
Ltd., Sankarl West, for quarrying and transporting limestone from their Mines 
to their Factory art Sankari. 

(2) Employment of above workmen directly in the regular services of M/s. 

The Indie Cements Ltd. 5 

(3) Reinstatement of Sri S. Kandasamy, Driver (2) Sri M. V. Bhaskaran, 

Driver (3) Sri P. R. Narayanan, Mate, (4) Sri C. Selvados, Token No. 518, (5) Sri 
Raman Chetty, Token No. 22, (6) Sri Madappan, T. No. 603 and (7) Sri S. 

Balaraj, T. No. 31. : 

(4) Absorption as Mates in the services of M/s. Star Construction said Trans- 
port Co., the following six workmen; 

(1) Shri Ramaswamy. 

(2) Shrl Kamalasekaran. 

(3) Shri Natarajan. 

(4) Shri C. Ramaswamy. 

(5) Shri Kuppuswamy. 

(6) Shri Palaniappan. 

(5) Payment of 20 per cent, of the total wages as annual bonus for the year 
1967-89 by M/s. Star Construction and Transport Company as was paid to the 
factory workers of India Cements, the principal employer. 

Whereas following the failure of conciliation on the above Issues in dispute, 
they have been referred for adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal, Madras. 

Wherea3 during the pendency of the said adjudication proceedings, the parties 
continued to negotiate; 

Whereas the Management of India Cements Ltd., pointed out that their ex- 
pansion programme has been considerably delayed owing to causes beyond their 
control; 

Whereas the Star Construction and Transport Co., said that in consequence of 
the reduced demand by The India Cements, Ltd., they are faced with surplus 
labour in all categories; 
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Whereas Star Construction and Transport Co., further Bald that consequent on 
the breakdown and absolete condition of some of their lorries, they had reported 
to giving on contract the transport work of limestone and rejects; 

Whereas the equipment of The India Cements Ltd., in their Crusher Plant is 
6uch that they could not take delivery of limestone supplies before 7.00 A.M. or 
after 7.00 P.M. on the week days; 

Whereas the India Cements Ltd,, pointed out that the contract now subsisting 
between themselves and Star Construction and Transport Co., Is valid upto 31st 
October, 1873; 

Whereas they further pointed out that It will not be possible for them to ter- 
minate the contract In th« middle; 

Whereas the workmen In reply said that the work of quarrying and supply of 
limestone for the Cement Industry is an integral part of the process of cement 
production; 

Whereas the nature of work In the quarries is regular and the volume of em- 
ployment Is predieable and therefore the workmen in this process should be taken 
under the direct employment of India Cements and employed not through con- 
tractors; 

Whereas the parties are anxious to negotiate and settle all outstanding dis- 
putes with a view to Improve the atmosphere at the quarries, thereby leading to 
Improvement in production and keeping good relations and discipline:. 


It has been agreed as follows:— 


Terms of Settlement 


(1) That the existing contract between Star Construction and Transport 

Co., and the India Cements, Ltd., will be allowed to run for the un- 
expired portion of the same i.e., upto 31st October, 1973, whereafter 
the India Cements Ltd., agree that the employees now employed 
through the Star Construction and Transport Co., will be absorbed 
suitably as regular employees of the India Cements, Ltd. 

(2) Till that period, all employees borne on the musters of Star Construc- 

tion and Transport Co., viz., 


Breakers. 

Drilling Section. 
Blasters 

Loading workers. 
Drivers, Helpers. 
Attenders, etc. 
Supervisory staff. 
Clerical staff. 

Watch and Ward staff 
Malstry. 


688 

103 

42 

138 

82 

9 

17 
28 
14 

18 


I13« 


totalling 1136 workmen, plus an additional 142 breakers to be absorbed as regular 
employees of the Star Construction and Transport Co., from employment under 
sub-contractors, plus the seven persons referred to in para 9 of this settlement 
plus the three mates referred in para 12 of this settlement, viz., 1288 in all, will 
from the total strength of Star Construction and Transport Co. with effect from 
the date of this agreement. 

(3) All the said workers (1288) referred to In the previous para employed by 
Star Construction and Transport Co., will be eligible for the same terms and con- 
ditions of employment. Including basic pay, deafness allowance, etc benefits an 
other amenities, as are available to the regular employees of the India Cements 
Ltd., Sankari West, from the date of this settlement. 
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XD The question of supply of uniforms to the employees under Star Construc- 
tion and Transport Co., will however be limited to Transport Drivers immediately 
and later extended to blasters at the end of one year from date. 

(6) In regard to transport of limestone from the quarry to the factory, which 
Is a raw material for the Industry, it will be carried out by the direct employees 
of the Star Construction and Transport Co., till October 31, 1973. Any part of 
this work now done by the sub-contractors will be taken over in a phased manner 
by Star Construction and Transport Co., before August, 1969. 

(6) It shall, however, be open to Star Construction and Transport Co., to 
arrange for the removal of overburden and the transport of rejects and other 
waste products, through sub-contractors- 

(7) Star Construction and Transport Co., shall maintain a list of workmen 
employed by sub-contractors with their seniority, furnishing a copy of the same 
union; and as and when, vacancies arise either by natural causes or on account 
of expansion, the workmen from sub-contractor’s list will be absorbed as em- 
ployees of Star Construction and Transport Co., in a phased programme within a 
period of four years from date. 

(8) Both the contract and sub-contract system of employment will come to an 
end by 31st October, 1973. 

(3) With regard to the demand for reinstatement of the following workers: — 

(1) Shri R. Kandasamy, Driver. 

(2) Shrl K. V- Bhaskaran, Driver. 

(3) Shrl P. R. Narayanan, Mate. 

(4) Shri C. Selvadats, Token No. 518. 

(5) Shri Raman Chetty, Token No- 22. 

(6) Shrl Madappan, Token No. 603. 

(7) Shrl S. Balaraj, Token No. 31. 


it Is agreed that they will be reinstated with effect from the date of this agree- 
ment The period of non-employment of the above seven workmen win not 
operate as break In service and the Star Construction and Transport Co. will pay 
as ex-gratia Rs. one hundred to each of them within a month from date. 

(10) With regard to termination of the services of Sri Marl, with effect from 
31st August, 1988, the management agrees to give him some suitable alternative 
employment, increasing the strength to 1289. 

(11) With regard to absorbing the following six workmen as Mates; 

(1) Shrl Ramasamy. 

(2) Shrl Kamalasekaran. 

(3) Shri Natarajan. 

(4) Shri C. Ramaswamy. 

(6) Shri Kuppusamy. 

(6) Shri Falanlappan, 


it is agreed that the following three, viz.. 


(1) Shri Natarajan. 

(2) Shri C. Ramaswamy. 

(3) Shri Ramaswamy. 


wiU be absorbed as Mates with effect from the date of this agreement and the re- 
maining three will be absorbed as and when suitable vacancies arise. 


(12) In regard to payment of bonus for the year ended 30tb June, 1668, parties 
feel that they could not reach a settlement, as the gap between the Union « ex- 
^ 3 4-u^ n-p monotfhmpni xirnq +r>o wide. Parties therefore BgTGG 


leei mat racy uouiu iuh icbui « v, x — -y 

pectations and the offer of the management was too wi 
to leave it to be decided by the Tribunal, 
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(13) Parties agree thart this agreement will be flled before the Hon’ble In’dils- 
trlal Tribunal, Madras, jointly with a prayer that an award may be passed in 
terms hereof. 

Dated this the 7th day of April, 1969, at Madras- 
(Sd.)/- 

President, 7-4-69. 

(Sd.)/- S. V. Palaniapfan, Secretary. 

3-4-69. 

For the India Cements Employees’ Union. 

Sankari West. For The India Cements Ltd. 

Witness: Sd./- N. Srinivasan. 

Sd-/ - For Star Construction and Transport 

Co., Samkarl, West. 

Sd./- 


Minutes of discussion between the Management of Star Construction and 
Transport Co., and the India Cements Ltd., and the workers of S.C.T. represented 
by The India Cements Employees Union, held on the 9th August, 1969. 

Present: 

1. Mr. J. H. Tarapore. 

2- Mr. T. P. Rao 

3. Mr. K. S. Narayanan. 

4. Mr. N. Srlnivasan. 

,1. Mr. T. S. Subramaniam. 

6. Mr. G. Ramanujam. 

7. Mr. Narayanan. 

8. Mr. S. K. Falanlappan. 

<j. Mr. T. P. Natesan. 

10. Mr. A. Kandaswamy. 

In response to the Management’s request for clarification of their rights under 
the Agreement dated 7th April, 1969 for suitable redeployment of surplus persons 
in terms of agreed workload, it was agreed that sur-h of these workmen who are 
found surplus to the requirements of the Management on the basis of agreed work- 
loads will not be retrenched but will be given suitable alternate employment with- 
out any reduction In emoluments or grades. In this process only the junior most 
tf the category will be thus redeployed. 

In respect of the loaders’ workload in the Mottaiayanur quarry, It is agreed that 
If the Management maintains the same frequency of loading as In the Karumapura- 
thanur quarry and also keep the stones on both sides of the lorry, same gang 
strength with more or less the same height of vehicles, the workload in the Mot- 
taiayanur quarry for the loaders will be the same as in Karumapurathanur quarry, 
viz., 8.6 tonnes. 

In regard to workers who are brought for loading work for the first time, one 
month's time shall be given to enable them to famaliarise themselves with the work 
and to give the required workload. In view of this understanding, the Manage- 
ment will pay the Breakers who have been asked to work as loaders their full 
wages up-to-date condoning the fall in individual workload so far. 

It Is agreed that the Management will put in 8 additional lorries within the next 
six months, i.e. t before the end of February, 1970. At no time during the currency 
of the said Agreement dated 7th April, 1969, the Management shall engage more 
than 10 hired lorries. However, upto the end of February 1970, marginal adjust- 
ments in the number of hired lorries could be made. 

Sd./- S. K. Palanxavpan 

9-8-6'' _ . , _ „ _ 

Sd./- T. P. Rao, 

Sd./- N. Srtntvasan 
[No. F. 36/48/68-LR-IV.] 
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New Delhi, the 1st June 1970 

S.O. 2029. — In persuance of Section 17 of the Indusutrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
■Shri F, Jeejeebhoy, Barrister- At-Law, Advocate of the Supreme Court and 
arbitrator care of Mercantile Bank Limited, Connaught Place, New DelhH, In 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the management of 
the Associated Cement Companies Limited, Nowrozabad Colliery, Post Office 
Nowrozabnd, District Shahdol, Madhya Pradesh and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 12th May, 1970. 

ARBITRATION AWARD 

In the matter of Associated Cement Companies Limited, Nowrozabad Colliery. 

And 

Their workmen represented by the Nowrozabad Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 
Present. 

Mr. F. Jeejeebhoy, Barrister-at-law, Arbitrator. 

For the employer. — Mr. I. M, Nanavati, Advocate, and Mr, M. S. Kapur, 
Personnel Officer. 

For the workmen, — Mr. K. B. Chougule, General Secretary, Mr. Hukam Chand 
'Cure j a, President and Mr. G. R. Swamy, Secretary, Nowrozabad Colliery Mazdoor 
Sangh, Nowrozabad. 

AWARD — In the matter of Shri Bhim Sen. 

By their Agreement dated 28th January, 1905 under Section 10A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act between The Associated Cement Companies Ltd. Nowrozabad 
Colliery of the one part and the workmen as represented by Nowrozabad Colliery 
Mazdoor Sangh of the other part, the parties agreed to refer certain disputes 
to my arbitration including the complaint under Section 33A of Bhim Sen. The 
said Arbitration Agreement has been published in the Gazette of India. Part II, 
Section 3 (ii) dated 20th February 1965 at pages 733 to 735. 

2. This is a complaint under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
“filed by Shri Bhim Sen son of Sudershan Prasad. The said complaint was 
-originally filed by Shri Bhim Sen on 12th February 1964 before Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Bombay, arising out of Ref. No, CGIT-43 of 1962 pend- 
ing before the said Tribunal. Later the said complaint was withdrawn by the 
parties and referred to my arbitration under Sec. 10A of the I.D. Act, by the 
Arbitration Agreement dated 28th January, 1985. 

3. The Issue referred to me by the aforesaid Arbitration Agreement is; whether 
the complaint filed by Shri Bhim Sen before the CGIT Bombay under Sec. 33A 
of the IT). Act and numbered by the said Tribunal as complaint No. 11 of 1984 
aa and when originally filed is maintainable under Sec. 33A and if so to what 
relief the concerned workman is entitled. 

4. Since under the aforesaid Arbitration Agreement several other disputes were 
also referred to my arbitration, the Union had filed a composite Written State- 
ment in all the matters and oaragranhs 74 to 77 relate to the case of Shri Bhim 
Sen. The Company had filed its Written Statement dated 28th June, 1965, 
before me. 

G. When the matter came up for hearing before me at Delhi on 5th March, 
1970, Mr. Chougule stated that the Company in its Written Statement had taken 
the plea that since Bhim Sen was not concerned in any of the disputes, his com- 
plaint under Sec. 33A was not maintainable. Mr. Chougule further stated that 
he had crane through the terms of the pending references and found that Bhim Sen 
was not concerned in any of the disnutes pending. He therefore prayed that it 
may be held that the complaint of Bhim Sen was not maintainable under Sec. 33A 
so that the union or the workman may be free to raise an industrial dispute. 
Mr. Nanavati, appearln for the Conrnanv stated that in the Written Statement 
of the Company filed before the Arbitrator no such contention was taken that 
Bhim Sen was not concerned in anv of the disputes pending before the Tribunal 
at the time when he had filed the complaint under Sec. 33A. It was only stated 
that the Company did not admit to have contravened the provisions of Sec. 33. 
Mr, Nanavati further stated that the Company had also filed Written Statement 
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on the merits of the dispute and the Company had no objection If the meri|3 of 
the complaint are decided in these arbitration proceedings; the union’B attempt 
to withdraw from the arbitration and to take up the industrial dispute as to the 
dismissal of Bhim Sen after several years would put the Company into un- 
necessary costs; and the union can have it done without pressing their contention 
as now raised that the complaint was not maintainable. However, Mr. Chougule 
stated that the terms of reference state as a preliminary condition that the 
arbitrator should decide whether the complaint under Sec. 33A was maintainable; 
and that It was obvious that the complaint was not maintainable and, therefore, 
any decision on the merit would be without jurisdiction and illegal and would 
lead to unnecessary and prolonged litigation. Mr. Chougule stated that the pre- 
liminary point goes to the very root of the matter and upon its decision ther 
arbitrator could derive the jurisdiction. 

6. Both the parties agreed that Shri Bhim Sen was not concerned in any of 
the pending proceedings at the relevant time. 

7. It, therefore, appears that the complaint under Sec. 33A of Shri Bhim Sen 
now before me Is not founded on any legal necessity and accordingly I hold that 
the complaint Is not maintainable under Sec. 33A of the I.D. Act. 

Dated at New Delhi this the 1st day of May, 1970. 

Sd./~ F. Jeejeebhoy, 
Arbitrator, 
[No. 5/1/ 64-LR.II(i).] 

S.O. 2030.— In pursuaunce of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
Shri F. Jeejeebhoy, Barrister-At-Law, Advocate of the Supreme Court and 
arbitrator, care of Mercantile Bank Limited, Connaught Place, New Delhi-1, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the management of the 
Associated Cement Companies Limited, Nowrozabad Colliery, Post Office Nowroz- 
abad. District Shahdol, Madhya Pradesh and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 12th May, 1970. 

ARBITRATION AWARD 

In the matter of Associated Cement Company Limited, Nowrozabad Colliery. 

AND 

Their workmen represented by the Nowrozabad Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 


Phjsent: 

Mr. F. Jeejeebhoy, Barrister-at-law, Arbitrator. 

For the employers. — Mr. I. M. Nanavati, Advocate, and Mr. M. S. Kapur, 
Personnel Officer. 

For the workmen.— Mr. K. B. Chougule, General Secretary, Mr. Hukum Chand 
Gureja, President and Mr. G. R. Swamy, Secretary, Nowrozabad Colliery, Mazdoor 
Sangh, Nowrozabad. 

AWARD: In the matter of Shri Inderpal. 


By their Agreement dated 28th January, 1965 under Section 10A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act 1947 between the Associated Cement Companies Ltd. 
Nowrozabad Colliery on the one part and the workmen as represented by Nowroz- 
abad Colliery Mazdoor Sangh of the other part, the parties agreed to refer 
certain disputes to my arbitration including the case of Inderpal. The said 
Arbitration Agreement has been published in the Gazetted of India, Part II, Sec. 
3 (il) dated 20th February, 1965 at pages 733 to 735. 

2. The terms of reference are: * 

(i) Whether the action of the Management of Nowrozabad Colliery of 
Messrs Associated Cement Companies Limited in retiring Shri Inder- 
pal, son of Shri Matadln, with effect from 30th September, 1963 was 
wrongful? and 

(li) If so, to what relief is the workman entitled? 


3. After the hearing of the matter had progressed before me the parties came 
to terms. The terms of the settlement are embodied in the Agreement which is 
hereto annexed, and which has been signed by the parties. 
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4. The terms of the settlement are: 

♦'—(I) The Union agrees that the retirement of Shri Inderpai, son of Shrl 
Matadin, with effect from 30th September 1963 on his attuining the 
age of superannuation i.e. sixty years, as per the Company’s recognised 
practice, is perfectly valid and fully justified; 

(il) The Company agrees to pay Shri Inderpai the basic wage for five months 

calculated at the rate of the last basic wage drawn by him at the 

time of his retirement on the basis of the Award of the C.G.I.T., 
Bombay, in reference No. I of 1960; and 

(ill) The Company further agrees that as a very special case and without 
forming any precedent Shri Inderpai will be paid an ex-gratia amount 
of Rs. 350 (Rupees three hundred and fifty only). 

5. The parties have asked me as Arbitrator to pass an Award In terms of the 

aforesaid settlement which is dated New Delhi 4th March, 1970. 

6. The original of the terms of settlement as signed by the parties is annexed 
Ihereto and shall form part of this award. 

7. I, therefore, make this award in New Delhi in terms of the said Settlement. 
Dated at New Delhi, this the 1st May ; 1970. 

Sd./- F. Jeejeebhoy, 
Arbitrator. 

BEFORE SHRI F. JEEJEEBHOY, ARBITRATOR AT DELHI 

In the matter of Arbitration Agreement dated 28th January, 1965 under Sec- 
tion 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, regarding the retirement of Shri Inderpai 
«/o Matadin. 

Between 

The Associated Cement Companies Ltd., 

Nowrozabad Colliery, 

P.O. Nowrozabad, M.P. 

And 


Its Workmen, 

its represented by Nowrozabad Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 

P.O. Nowrozabad, M.P. 

MAY IT PLEASE THE HON’BLE ARBITRATOR 

The parties above named beg to submit that they have come to the following 
settlement with regard to the above reference made to your Honour under Sec- 


tion 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act: 

2. Terms of Reference: 

r(l) Whether the action of the 
management of Nowrozabad 
Colliery of Messrs Associated 
Cement Cos. Ltd. in retiring 
Shri Inderpai s/o Matadin with 
effect from 30th September 1963 
was worgful? 

42) If so, to what relief is the Work- 
man entitled 


Terms of Settlement : 

(1) The Union agrees that the retire- 
ment of Shri Inderpai s/o Mata- 
din with effect from 30th Septem- 
ber, 1963 on his attaining the 
age of Superannuation i.e. 60 
years as per the Company's re- 
cognised practise, is perfectly 
valid and fully justified, 

(2) Tire Company agrees to pay to 
Shri Ipderpal basic wages for 
five months calculated at) the 
rate of last basic wage drawn by 
him at the time Of his retirement 
on the basis of the Award of 
CGIT Bombay in Reference No. 
1 of 1960. 

(3) The Company further agrees that 
as a very special case and with- 
out forming any precedent Shri 
Inder pal will be paid an ex- 
gratia amount of Rs. 350/- 

(Ruuees Three hundred and 
fi"-- only). 
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3. The parties therefore, pray that the Hon’ble Arbitrator may be pleased to* 
pass an Award in terms of the Aforesaid settlement. 


Dated at New Delhi, this the 4th day of March, 1970. 


For the workman: 


Sd./- K. B. Chouqhlk 
General Secretary, 

Nowrozabad Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 
Nowrozabad. 


for the Associated Cement 
Company Limited, 

Nowrozabad Colliery. 

Sd./- M. S. Kapoor. 

Personnel Officer 

The Associated Cement Cos. Lttd.. 

A formal award will be made 
in terms of aforesaid- 


Witnesses : 

1. Sd/- N. N. Sharma, 
Personnel & Welfare Officer, 
Nowrozabad Colliery, 
Nowrozabad. 


Sd./- Jeejeebhoy, 
5/3/70. 


2. Sd./- G. R. Swamy, 

Secretary, 

Nowrozabad Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 
Nowrozabad. 


[No. 5/l/64-LR.II(ii).]f 


S.O. 203. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947" 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
Shrl F. Jeejeebhoy, Barrlster-At-Law, Advocate of the Supreme Court and 
arbitrator, care of Mercantile Bank Limited, Connaught Place, New Delhi-1, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the management of tha 
Associated Cement Companies Limited, Nowrozabad Colliery. Post Office Nowroza- 
bad, District Shahdol, Madhya Pradesh and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 12th May, 1970. 

ARBITRATION AWARD 

In the matter of Associated Cement Company Limited, Nowrozabad Colliery. 

And 

Their workmen represented by the Nowrozabad Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 


Present: 

Mr. F. Jeejeebhoy, Barrister-at-law, Arbitrator. 

For the employers. — Mr. I. M. Nanavatl, Advocate, and Mr. M. S. Kapur, 
Personnel Officer. 

For the workmen. — Mr. K. B. Chougule, General Secretary, Mr. Hukam Charxf 
Gureja, President and Mr. G. R. Swamy, Secretary, Nowrozabad Colliery, Mazdooe 
Sangh, Nowrozabad. 


AWARD: In the matter of Shri Lurka Dass. 

By their Agreement dated 28th January, 1965 under Section 10A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act 1947 between the Associated Cement Companies Ltd. 
Nowrozabad Colliery on the one part and the workmen as represented by Now- 
rozabad Colliery Mazdoor Sangh of the other part, the parties agreed to refer 
certain disputes to my Arbitration including the complaint of Shri Lurka Bass’ 
under Section 33A of the I.D. Act. The said Arbitration Agreement has been 
published in the Gazette of India Part II, Sec. 3(11) dated 20th February 1905 at 
pages 733 to 735. 

2 The Complaint under Sec. 33A was originally filed by Shri Lurka Dass 
Before the Central Government Industrial Tribunal Bombay and was numbered! 
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as Complaint No. CGIT 3 of 1963, Later by the Arbitration Agreement dated 28th 
January, 1966 the said complaint, along with several other matters was withdrawn 
referred to my Arbitration. 


3 At the hearing on 4th March, 1970 at Delhi, both the parties stated that 
subsequent to the filing of the present complaint under Sec. 33A, a reference was 
made by an Arbitration Agreement dated 31st December 1966 referring the sub- 
stantive dispute of the dismissal of Shri Lurka Dass to the Arbitration of Shri 
N. H. Bhagvatl. By his Award dated 24th July 1967 the substantive dispute has 
been decided in favour of the Company, and the dismissal of Shri Lurka Dass haB 
been confirmed. In view of the Award on the substantive issue, the complaint 
under Sec. 33A does not survive before me. 


4 . Now therefore I make my Award accordingly. 


Dated at New Delhi this the 1 st day of May, 1970. 


Sd./- F. Jeejkibhoy, 
Arbitrator. 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 22nd May 1970 

SO. 2032- — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of the Asso- 
ciated Cement Companies Limited,, Madukkarai and their workmen in respect of 
the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute * for adj udicatlon ; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7 A and clause 
(d) of sub-section ( 1 ) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947) the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal wl 
Thiru S. Swamikkannu, as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Madras a 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal, 

Schedule 

Whether Messrs Associated Cement Companies Limited, Madukkarai are 
justified in designating Shri V, Vital Das in charge of the magazine 
Shri K. "Vlelu working in the time office as Tally Checkers and 
them the wages recoSmended for Tally Checkers, only by the 
Cement Wage Board? If not, what should be their designation and 
under what grade of pay should they be fixed? 

[No. 12(14) /70-LR-IV.l 
P r MTRRA Tinder SeCV. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 


New Delhi, the 22nd May 1970 


S.O. 2033. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Naresh Nath Mookerjee. 8/1, London Street, Calcutta-17 have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of the 
said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the thirty first 
day of December, 1968. 

[No. 8/30/69/PF. II.] 
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’STH, HWT'T 

(*nr v?x TtannT farm 1 !) 

nf 22 trf, 1970 

*T° *TTo 2033, — W: sp> Vpl suffer jjfefl £ % jftftf ECF ET*T 

ajapaff, s/l WTfc' ffi'J, TWERT- 1 7, E/ET fmT-T ft RTSf^ fkffrPF sfa TRT'fcfr rft 

sr^teir ma - tt w 3T *if ? f% «rfkq ffefa qfsrfkfir, 1952 (1952 

*pt 1 9 ) % Term %r *rr^ fan* ^ ; 

<rrar:, m, TTer qfafkm Th etitt 1 kr fttht (4 ) am sr^fr nfmr tt sr^rtT 

^tr TiTTH: qfqfrVE % 3^V HTim %t Ed^SKT \ I 

w, qfsrgw 1 9 6 8 % fkw: % for %r srfvr f ^ mT'fr 1 

8/3o/ 69— "fTo TUo 2 ] 

S.O. 2034. — Whereas It appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Gladwyn Engineering Company, 13- A, Bombay Co-operative Industrial 
Estate, Ghatkopar, Bombay-77 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds Act, 1932 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of the 
said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the thirty first 
day of December, 1969. 

[No. 8/21/70/PF. II.] 

*Tr°WT° 2034. — Vd: %Ufm ETTK ?Ft Eg Tim ifldT t far ^'TTTM 

^flforfor 1 3-q, ir«rf TfaTkfkr ^?<r, ^rk, jjht#-77 

w prm % w forte* sfk Tterftet *?,- ^ster w m t? trjprtf' k t£ | 
f% mEifr vrfow fofa ifftrfam, 1952 ( 1952 ^ 1 19 ) % tctej -jit ?« rm %r 
farcr mfijT ; 

era - :, m, tft nrfafow %r wrrr 1 ^ eittu ( 4 ) im ttct urfarar tt sttet 
TTE differ ffTTTT TFT crfafoTT % TFT FTTTT %t FTTl I 

19 69% foNTT % Wfaw for %t TTrT iff TT*ft ^frqrrfr | 

[tfo 8/2l/70mo fao 2 ] 


S.O. 3035. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and th© majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs A. B. Trading Company, 9/6, MunshiganJ Road, Calcutta-23 have agreed 
''hat the provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds Act, 1962 (19 of 1952] 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
ef the said Act to the said establishment with effect from the 31st May, 1970. 

[No. 8/28/70/PF, II.J 
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<FTo STjo 203 5. — VT: TOR ^ V? TTiT fflTT f ft? NT^ToTfo ffVr 

e/s, ipfV tv T fa , wwr- 2 3 ttnv ftttt ir n^fet fTTftrp ufti; tv niTtn't # 
■njttwit ^Tf ttv it n^nt ft vf | ft? T?VNTf( Nfa^- PtHt ff%Prv*r , 1952 (1952 
SfiT 19) % 3WJ TFT FTFFT 7T far VTV VTfftr ; 

<TT:, «r=T, W «rf^IW 1 # NVEnTT ( 4 ) S 1 TT VTrT SrftrNT TV TV TV VTV 
VTVTT TFT srfaftfliN % TWIT VVT WIT T?> ITfT^tTCT TTVlTV V#, 1970 V 

vttv 5FT?ft I 1 

[ 1*0 8/28/70-N° fao 2 ] 

S.O. 2036. — Whereas It appears to the Central Government that the employer 
.and the majority of the employees In relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Manometer (India) Private Limited, Harlschand Textile Mills Compound, 
Agra Road, Vlkhroli, Bombay-79 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ 
.Provident Funds Act, 1962 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
-establishment; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by Bub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
-July. 1968. 

[No. 8/37/69/PF. II(i).] 

«PTo Wl° 203 6 . — VcT : ¥t(t[ VWK T7 V? ffjfcr 37VT $ ft? 4v4 jivtVfTT (?f3ifT) 

srrsfc ftrlw; fTftjwv ftr?r tvntvt, nintt tTv, favrTftft, *pr#-7o vrvv 

**rm v vwv fvf.'vv N^wNnfTvi vt n^svt tv tit t< ww fr vS t fit 

V?VVRf vftT fafa vfafaVV, 1952 ( 1952 V?T 19) % NWTT VTVTVm T> 

ft?C( WV TTffTCT ; 

set:, m , to qfjfvvN # tttt 1 iftTpmr (4) tttt tntt vfaTVf vr nttv ^ 

Svfft NT Tft WT wfafVW % VTTVT VV7 FTITN FT TT^IITT | 1 

WfaftWN 1968^t^NTf % NTN fTT TlrT ^ NNfff I 

[No 8/37/69 -No fao 2(i)] 


S.O. 2037. — In exercise of the powers conferred by first proviso to section 0 
.of the Employees' Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1962), the Central Government, 
after making necessary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies that, with effect 
-from the 1st July, 1968 section 6 of the said Act shall in its application to Messrs 
.Manometer (India) Private Limited, Harischand Textile Mills Compound, Agra 
Road, Vlkhroli, Bombay-79, be subject to the modification that for the words 
"six and a quarter per cent”, the wordB "eight per cent” were substituted. 

[No. 8/37/69-PF. II(li).] 

<PT°<ITr° 2037. — VVvrtf Wfawr ftfa *Tfaf'PTN 1952 ( 1952 7>7 19) HITT 
‘6 % NTT VT^fN? 5 ITT VTV UTftdVt TT VTTV T?ftT %CftV TOT TV fWT if STTTWF 
?VfV T?T VV % IT NTT T[T^3TTT Vq fvftrftwv TlTT f ft? VVT SrftTfVVN Tff NiTT 6 TW 
NJNT^, 1 968 % NT(f 4vfvnr ($ftTVT) ftrfvT? JVVTT^V faw VWW 

NTVTT TTT j fV'3TPTf J VJV^-70 Vf NTV ifft % NTJFST if FV VVftTV % NSVtftV ?tVV ft? 
■“NIT 3 l TUT ITT " NT iff % f TTTNT “ NTS NfTTTT” Nr^Trftd ft?^ ^ I 

[n° 8/3 7/69-f-o 2 (ii) j 
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S.O. 2038. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Indian Machino Enterprises, Mon Repos, Arthur Bunder Road, golaba, 
Bombay-5, have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds- 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
July, 1968. 

[No. 8/23/70/PF. II(i).} 


*To *ro 2038 .-^:%^ RTTOC * ** Wft* sftPHrtWt 

TOT Wft ***** 

w tot to WK $ H fc ft ^Tft r 

1952 ( 1952 TO 19) % WFFV 3TO TOT fTO? TOT ; 

RvTOT 3TO wftrfspW % TOTTOT TORT (TO TOT I I 

?rftrg^TT i 968 tot! % ^ f ^ 5ni ^ r ! 

[lio 8/23/70-«r° fa° 2 (i)1 

eA 9n ., a Tn „„„rfisp of the powers conferred by first proviso to section 6 
S.O. |Z0*>9* An exercise ox v -tctcto mo nf the Central Govern- 

of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 19 matter hereby specifies that, with 

Bo e mbay-5 d be n subject^ ^modification that for the words “six and a quarter 
per cent”, the words “eight per cent were substituted. 

r-M« o/oQ/vn-'PP' TiiiiT.I 


^To«To2039:-WTOet Hft* m 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 TM 9) ^MBTO 

6 '% TO im sttt sTfrotf to spm ^ 

vc % totot OTPOT m t * ^ 6 JT” 

TOT jft% % TOTOST *T TOTicR 0 !' % 5TTOPTPT f^> 'TOT srfgURT 

% qT “ TO5 TrfdTOT” TO? JTfTOTOfTO fTOJ TO? 1 

[Ro 8/23/70-^0 ITqio 2(ii)J 

-tsswi: H"w3rjr2 

W 1952 U9 « >952) ■ 

be made applicable to the said establishment; 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the thirtieth day 
of November, 1969. 


[No. 3/61/70-PF. II.] 
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qjo WTo 2040.-“3q:%’tftoB\qiTq : tiigScftdfldl gft KifRft qcq. 

qifift, #0 ° Xte, 0IEJ7-2 dfflq U 419 R Jt flisig fa*f|qq cAt qiftlfvf, qgRWTJ 

SR qrq qv qgqq ft *\f f ft qtftrtV *iftq ftf«r ^faftnq i&52( 1 952^1 is) %■■ 
3WR qqq wad q't diq ft tt ^ffq ; 

sqbSfq.qqrwfRfqtBmftuiTT 1 qft^qerm (4) smHsnqftqqtqTsftft^q^ 
gq % : ftd qwi qqq EfRftqq % qq?nj qqq **nqq qf quqatTT qi^q-qt 1 1 

df qfsHjqqT 1 9 6 9 % qq^qr tfftf ftq qt Slf H qqtft 5 fiq»ft I 

[io s/ei/ 70 -qto qqo 2] 

S.O. 2041. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as* 
Messrs Kanoria Overseas Corporation, 81/83, Stadium House, Block No. 2, Veer 
Nariman Road, Bombay-20 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees'" 
Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 1 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of* 
August, 1909. 

[No. 8/17/70/PF. II (i).* 

«i t « wt o ;o4i. — nq: qnfu qi q^sffin fqi ? ft ifttf qqiftm EfdTtfft 

qntfftqq, 8i/82,?sfsqqfitaR,iBiq:^o 2,«f\Tqif,qqfiT,^f-2oqiqq uom t 
qrqg* fttjftq *flT qtftlftift qj qgqsqT ?q diq qq q$qq ft fif § ft qd’qift dfw 
fqfq wfqfqqv, 1952 (l 952 ^T 19 ) % dWR dqq wtH qt din fa.q qi^t Miffq ; 

wq: , tqq, qqq sifafaw qft ettct i qt dqtnTT ( 4) ira nw wftcift [qx K*fw 
qqf gq qqqR qqq wfafqqq % q wet ^q *«nqq jfr qq^yj qi^ q\ift $ 1 

qf Stftt^qqT 1 9 6 9 % EJfijq % 5t«TR fad *fd Rfri gf RdEft dTCft I 

[tfo 8/17/70 Rofqo i (i)]J 

8-0. 2042. — In exercise of the powers conferred by first proviso to section 0 of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Government, 
after making necessary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies that, with effect 
from the 1st August, 1969 section 0 of the said Act shall in its application to* 
Messrs Kanoria Overseas Corporation, 81/83, Stadium House, Block No. 2, Veer 
Kariman Road, Bombay-20 be subject to the modification that for the words "six. 
and a quarter per cent", the words "eight per cent” were substituted. 

[No. 8/17/70-PF. II (11),]! 

HT^towto 2042. — qtftrrft 'frfq^r fqfsr ufafuTur, 1952 ( 1 952 qT 19) qftqiTT e 
^ qrq^r im Rddr qftqtff qr spftr qq% gq RTqn: ftqq £r wqwq 'Jift 
qr vrf % T5Miq qqqaTTr qg fdftftd q?tft f fq siq Efafditd qt etiti 6 aqR 
qdW, 1 969 qq'lfem qtdTfft qmftnd, 8 3 / 8 3 , utfsRd gTdd, ssnq *t o 2,. 
q,*ftd tW, ^f-20 qt q V dTIrPH q E;rErRj*q flfr fq "qqr 

afqqq " % wrq rt "wre afqqd " vfm«rrfrfr fqq snq 1 

[#o 8/17/70^ °qqo 2 (ii)]‘ 
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8.0. 2043.- — Whereas It appears to the Central Government that the employer 
,-and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Madras Publicity Services, A.V.M. Studios Compound, Arcot Road, Madras- 
26 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds Act, 1552 
.(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment with effect from the 31st May, 1970. 

[No. 8/31/70/PF. II (i).] 

*T° WT° 2043. — EE: EWR Tit Ef EElcT fftcTT | % EEE E2TTE 

EiETTE, trosftomio pEelERT TEETER, Et-T, ESTE-2 6 ETEEr PE1EE % ETE£ fElfRW 
■«rk FEETfpET El EgEWT W EIE ET E^EE ir Et I 1% TEElfl EfE*E ftfE EfafoEE 
J 952 ( 1 952 EE 19) % EEFE FEE PEIEE Ft ETE fFE FEf Erf$" I 

EE", EE, ETE srfalEEE Ft ERT 1 Ft EEERT ( 4) £RT ERT ‘nf&TET FT EE>E 
ERt gd %?jftE rpfR W sfafriE F EEFE EFT eETEE Fl ^T^RT KEtltE Ef, 1970 
■Pt EiT f J 

[e o 3/3 l/ 70-E°fd ^ 2 (i ) ] 

5.0. 2044 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by first proviso to section 6 
•of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Govern- 
ment, after making necessary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies that, with 
effect from the 31st May, 1970 section 6 of the said Act shall in its application 
to Messrs Madras Publicity, Services, A.V.M. Studios Compound, Arcot Road, 
Madras-26 be subject to the modification that for the words “six and a quarter 
-.per cent”, the words "eight per cent” were substituted. 

[No. 8/31/70-PF II (ii).] 

Ff°WT° 2044 — 1 FEERt fE$T EYEfEEE, 1952 ( 1952 FT 19) E?t ERT 

6 % EEE EREF ERT ERT ERTEt FT EETE FEE JT F-EftE PRFR ?E fEEE E ETE7EF 
ETE FT $nt F EPETE EEgERT EE fEiECTR FPEt % fF EFT ERjpTEE Ft ERT 6 SF^tE 
E$, 19 70 Pt *tEE EJTE E^EfEft E, r EEE, PEiEEtF ERErE'R, ETFfc RE, 

ERTE-26 Tit EYE j|t T % E-FJ E TE EffcTCE % EsTEtE EtEt f% "PTEf WZ EfEEE” TFEt 

% PETE EE "»Tfo EfEEE” ERtPElfEE ErE I 

[pto 8/3l/70-EVc E'Ko 2 (ii)] 

S.O. 2045. — Whereas It appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Reeves (Artists Materials) Limited, Thana West, 1 st Pokbaran Road, 
Thana have agreed that the provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds Act, 
1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the thirtieth day 
Of April, 1969. 

[No. 8/85/69/PF. II (i).] 

Ff° TEo 2045. — 'EE: VjTTE PKF R F t E^EpfrEjftET | fa ^EEftEE 
EfrptEPE) fEfE^F, EfET #P£, 1 Et*3RE ETET ETEF FERE & PTE® faEtFF hYp 
qft EgPfWTSEEtETPPl^EE?tEf $ fF F^iFTft EfE^T fEftr TliRlEEE, 
.1952 ( 1952 EE 1 9 ) % EEEEJ EFT PETEE Ft ET%E ; 
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,. set:, nr, qftsrra uPtriritt ( 4 ) sro srtt vifw^vn 1 sr#r 

?rttt 'dw NfsrfRRR rrrrt rrit rtptr *Ft vrijrto rh[ rrrt ^ 1 

rij Nfir^RfiT 1 9 6 9 % N^R % cfldq f^T S^ff H -H#ft *u^n I 

[tf° 8/85/69-^0 fff° 2 ) (i)l 


SO, 2046. — In exercise of the powers conferred by first proviso to section 6 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Govern- 
ment, after making necessary enquiry Into the matter, hereby specifies that, with’ 
effect from the 30th April, 1969 section 6 of the said Act shall in its application to> 
Messrs Reeves (Artists Materials) Limited, Thana West, 1st Pokharan Road, Thar) a 
be subject to the modification that for the words “six and a quarter per cent”, the- 
words “eight per cent” were substituted. 

[No. 8/85/09-PF. II (ii).| 

"FtoWTo 2046. — Rfow fafsT STftrfwr, 1952 ( 1 952 Rff 19)’ 

1^8171 6 % 9 t r d,T 5TO WUT '+<.() grr d t«t>K wfWT Nid'M'F 

RTff % m V-m na^Si tl RI? fa Pi fa 1 *. «ti ttfl ^ pR d*id wftrfdw y C<T 6 cf)R 

WW, 1 969 *1 TtRR ) ft#?, RTRT 1 cftRTRT TtT, RTRT 

^ Rrarirw dTiwr % RtRiftR str) fr "rrt $ 5 nfdnid” vrsrf^RRTR it 

“wrs sfftTmr’" srfdwrPid' farc^ -ji ih i 

[f» 8/85/69-jfto lft«2 (U)] 


S.O. 2047.— Whereas It appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as- 
Messrs A.V.M. Sons, A.V.M. Studios Premises, Vadapalani, Madras-20 have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) r 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies Ihe provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment with effect from the 31st May, 1970. 

[No. 8/40/70/PF. II (i).J 

<PT° <TT° 2047- — RR: %RPfR d vt>'l t R*[ Hdld ^tfiTT ^ PfT RR7f 1 JR° 

?FR, iTo «fto qR° qftRT, aimrrvFft, RRTR^B RUFF RRFFT % R*R3T 

fRRpspF fftr iipw RR RTR RT RfRR |jt Rf | ft? WTlft RpUR 

f^ftr NfNfffRR-, 1952 ( 1952 W 19) ^ RRRRJ 3W RRTPT R?t RF£ ft?^ 311% ’Rlftpt J 

NR:, NR, 3W NfofRRR ^ RTTT I H?t RRtTRT ( 4) STTT NRR IlfafTRli RR RRtR 
ijt( %Rfhr rufk NfvfRRR % rrrr rrr tRim R?t VR?wtR Rf r 

1970 RTTcft | < 

[r° 8/ 46/ 70— 'ffo t(Rio2(i)J 


8.0. 2048. — In exercise of the powers conferred by first proviso to section & 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Govern- 
ment, after making necessary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies that, with- 
effect from the 31st May, 1970 section 6 of the said Act shall In Its application' 
to Messrs A.V.M. Sons, A.V.M. Studios Premises, Vadapalni, Madras-26 be sub- 
ject to the modification that for the words "six and a quarter per cent”, the words 
"eight per cent” were substituted. 


[No. 8/46/70-PF. II (ii).J 
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*7° Wo 2048. — 7777 ft ftfe (rfElPm, 1952 ( 1952 77 19). ^ 

«nrr e % sr«rJT dv^: am tttt TiferTf tt TTfrr yrfr ^ %vg)7 ttwr tit 

WT7WV7 3lt7 TfT Td^JITT 7? f^fdfw TTTcft | T77 srfffffpRT ^ UP! 

6 PFtffa *r£, 1970^ 777 ito tVo tnro rrt, tto afro t^tro refozfra qfi rn:, ar miP-i^ i, 
7TT7-26 Tit npj ^t% % Sr swot % scsTtffa 1 iirtTt % “mi et' 

srftw" wNt ^DTRqR "ms TfciW ^ i 

[#° 8/46/70-^0 tnfjo 2 ( ii ) ] 

S.O. 2049. — Whereas It appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees In relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Bengal Paper Trading Company, 21, Synagogue Street, Calcutta-1 have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 
1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of the 
said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come Into force on the first day of 
July, 1969. 

[No. 8/ 19/70/PF. II.] 

2049. — 77: %Rfk 7W< 7ft 7^ trcftcT ?l7r | fr TTTcT 477 
^Tr<T TTFTTt, 21 fTdT'mr t-jld, TN’T’TT- 1 ol WI77 7 W1 7 

7.47 1 Wf 7?t 7$737T ^7 7T7 7T 7^77 ft 7$ | f* T^TT^t f^ftr 

1952 ( 1952 77 19) % 7T7RJ 777 FTTId Tit fet arpt ; 


SIT:, *T7, 77T srfaf-TTJT 7?t fTRT 1 7?t 7TRTCT ( 4 ) I ITT 7*UT wfwff 77 
OT>T Tifd 7T7TTC 777 ^rfsrfdTd % WWS 777 WR] 7ft Ud^SITT 

arr^ Trmt | i 

75 1969 7ft ^71$ % 777 f*7 74 777 TTfft TTOdfJ) I 

[fo 8/l9/7 0— *ft o IJTio 2 ] 


S O. 2050. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees In relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Krishna Talkies, Siddhnath Road, Baroda have agreed that the provisions 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made appli- 
cable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come Into force on the thirtieth day 
of September, 1968. 

[No. 8/67/70/PF. II.] 

W o W o 20 50. — 77: %7?tT TTTTT Tit 7^ Scflct s{ldl ?t f% fi’SW dl't’1'4, 
faflHT <r ftT, TffTT 7T77T ?7TT7 7t fTTfaT nffc Tt^'lPwf 7?t dgffa’-lT W 
am 77 $t 7$ TfTw ftftr Tiftfm, 1952 (1952 tt 19) 

777 7*n77 7ft fTTr 7T4 ; 
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* tit:, tst, tnt TFTfqqT Nt titt 1 q?r ttrttt ( 4) im uttt nrfopfr nt 
snftq NT?t gq %rftr oti TftrfqqT % ?rw rent Nt 
TF^ ^Kcfl ^ I 

qg ^Tfq^TTT 1 9 68 % fHd«R % cftTT fifT NT T^TT gf TT# TTtnfT I 

[To 8/67/7 0-^0 2 

8 . 0 . 2051. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees In relation to the establishment known as 
"Messrs Yesbee Garage, 175-B, Arcot Road, Vadapalani, Madras-28 have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
July, 1988. 

[No. 8/51/70/PF. II.] 

<n° TT° 2051- — TT: %rftq TTNTT Nt q^ ‘qrftT 5>rT § % TtTtfqpft 

175-*fV°, TINfc Ttv, qTTTTTTpft, TffTT-26 TRN TNTTT ?T TTOJ faqTTtT 
Tk NTTTfTq'T qft qgTW TTT TT T^TT gT »r£ $ % NtlTTO TfVq frftT 
TferfqqT, 1952 ( 1952 NT 19 ) % TWT TNTjj Rim Nt TP£ fNT[ NET TT%t[ ■ 

tt:, w, w ufaf-m ^ srrrr 1 qft t'TOttt (4) Tin tttt nrfNrqf nt 
5PTtq NT^ gT %vrftq TTNR. TTT TfyPiaT % THPR TNT RUNT Nt t^T^RT 
tfj, NTift | i 

qg 1968 % wi for Nt spfr gf imfr Tn^fV 1 

[To 8/51/70-Tto I^Ho 2] 

5.0. 2052.. Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Mathur Aviation, Mon Repos, Arthur Bunder Road, Colaba, Bombay-5, 
have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 
(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 

July. 1968 . 

[No. 8/22/70/PF. II (1).] 

<nr° wr° 2052 . — tt: ttntt Nt qg softer g>TT $ fw ttt tfjt 

ITfqfrfiT, TTq ^mr, TINT, 3 RR TtTTTT, T*Tf- 5 TFTN TNIFT % T^TT ftcflRTN 

tpt trm, tint to frs, a'himr, Tprf-5 tttn tnitt T runt t T^ra faqfai? 
tVt NfaTfrqf qft qgT©rr sr ttt tt Tgr<r gt qf $ fa Nqqrft tFnr fqFT 
Tfrfaqr, 1952 ( 1952 q?r 19) % ttjft tst Tqm nT tt^ fag arirr ^rffg ; 

tt:, tn, tnt Tfafaqr qfV trt 1 qft tttrt (4) jri htt nrFqqff nt 
qqV ntt gg T--frq ttnr tnt tF^Fttn % ttjft tit tnfpt nt gjrg?Rr tht 
qrrft | 1 

qg Tfsrgrrr 1968 nF 'grit % sm ftr n[ gf Tnft i 

[to 8/22/70— tto fro 2(i)] 
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S.O. 2053. — In exercise of the powers conferred by first proviso to section* 6 of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1052 (19 of 1952), the Central Government, 
after making necessary enquiry Into the matter, hereby specifies that, with effect 
from the 1st July, 1968 section 6 of the said Act shall in its application to Messrs 
Mathur Aviation, Mon Repos, Arthur Bunder Road, Colaba, Bombay-5 be subject 
to the modification that for the words "six and a quarter per cent”, the words, 
"eight per cent” were substituted. 

[No. 8/22/70-PF. II (11) .J 
•f-T 0 WT° 2053. — WHUV RfawfaYR trftriWT, 1952 ( 1952 <Fri9)lfr 

tjRT 6 v rrr qm jttt vr rr?r km r^it vs ftw 

srrspiPTER - rtr %% % wirim; ^ faftrPsrc inyff | ft? rtr RfjrfkrR 

q?t emcr 6 srw <^rr^, 1968 r RR?f r.rt qftRRR, rirtrir R,*k rrit ifrf 
qrkrTRT, iJKrf-5 $ w RTfaTR % RitRRlR ftft ft? "RRT 

srftFfcr" swf % ptpt qr "«rr s srfaqRr" rjt jrRr^rftff ftwr rir i 

[r 8 / 22 / 70-^0 Jfqjo 2 (ii)I 
New Delhi, the 26 th May 1970 

S O. 2054. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 
5D of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1052), and in supersession 
of the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No S.O. 1302 
dated the 3rd April, I960, the Central Government hereby appoints Shrl G. TL 
Doarl as Regional Provident Fund Commissioner for the whole of the State of 
Orissa to assist the Central Provident Fund Commissioner in the discharge of hi» 
duties vice Shri S. S. Chatterjee, 

[No. 17/14/68-PF. I-(l).l 


R$ ftFRV, 26 R§ 1970 

TTo WTo 2054. — WRTfr Rft*R ftfa RfaffiRR, 1952 ( 1952 VT 19) 
ffKT 5R qft RH UK T ( 2) 5TTT 5TTR RftcfRf VI RRft ^ Rk WTR R73RC 

% sir, Tftnnr Rk ywftr rrtrr (nr Rk fkRrc ftwr) *fV Rfsr^RRi r° w<>- 
Rio 1362 b'ltW 3 RRR, 1969 <pt RfRTfR RWTT 

«sft qffo t^o tfftrkV *f?t, RftPR faftf RT^RR RR% ! FR® t r % 

r^twt q?kr % ftr^, ijr° q[Ro rfr! trtr qr Rk RstRr ttst % 
RfkR ftfsr Riw ftr^w q?Rft $ i 

[r o 17/14/68-R0 >rq;o-i(i)J 


8 O 2055 — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section IS 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) and in supersession 
of the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No. S O. 1363- 
dated the 3rd April, 1969, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri G. H. 
Doari to be an Inspector for the whole of the State of Orissa vice Shri S. S- 
Chateriee for the purpose of the said Act and of any scheme framed thereunder, 
in relation of any establishment belonging to, or under the control of the Centra® 
Government, or In relation to any establishment connected with a railway com- 
pany, a major port, a mine or an oil field, or a controlled Industry, 

TNo. 17/14/68-PF. I (il).J 


*To WTo 2055.— R?RRTft Rft*R fafa RferftRR, 1952 ( 1952 qR 19> 

RTTT 13 RR9KJ ( l) 3TR SPfR RftRRf VT RRft infr Rk RTTR TOTT 
% NR, TtRRTT Rk 5RRk (RR Rk fftTCTT fWl) nIh^WT 
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vr° «rro 1363 , 3 wfcr, 1969 ^ tor 

^^TRT «ft <sft° -5l5H 1 0 iff % m RT, TTO rfkfhm 

*fft !3TW fqx’fro froff TOtta «fr sroftm % ftnj, ^WC % ITT Tfl% 

t m % srrt *f qT ftrot totoT, q^mn, *jto to fcr sfor to 

froffsTO siftt % sto^to wto % tox ^ toy TTOtr % %cr fa^ro 

<FT?fr 4 1 

[Ro 17/14/68-^0 t^qjo l(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 28th May 1970 

8.0. 2056. — In pursuance of clause (c) of sub-paragraph (1) of paragraph 4 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Scheme, 1952, the Central Government hereby 
appoints Sarvashrl V. N. Soral and M. L. Rathi, as members of the Regional 
Committee for the State of Rajasthan, and makes the following further amend- 
ment in the notification of the Government of India In the Ministry of Labour, 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) , No. 
S.O. 3140 dated the 29th August, 1967, namely: — 

In the said notification, — 

(a) against serial No. 4, for the entry ‘'Shri M. L. Bhartla, Mill Secretary, 

Udaipur Cotton Mills, Udaipur”, the following shall be substituted, 
namely; — 

"Shri V. N. Soral, Manager, Podar Spinning Mills, Jaipur"; 

(b) against serial No. 6, for the entry "Shri A. C. Dev, Messrs. Jaipur 

Metals and Electricals Limited, Near Railway Station, Jaipur.” the 
following shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Shri M. L. Rathi, M/S Jaipur Udyog Limited, Sawaimadhopur (Western 
Railway)” 

[No. 12(8)67-PF.II.] 

28 Rf, 1970 


«TO° WTo 2056- — 'KTpTOT fafa PtfH 1952 % r ?TT 4 % RRfcT 
( l) %3T¥ (q) % TOJRTOT ^ fefTO RUFTT ^51 TO E'Wtafr 0 RtTOT t£5T° 

rnft qrt TTjrwT ttto % fcnj rWr totto faqro qrotft £ . toto rtottt % 

»ur, TtWK groffa rtotor (*ro tftr tYjtoto {torto) qft qfy^TO R° 

3140 TOfTO[ 29 *PTTO, 1 9 6 7 3 *ftT TOR fTOTOfrofsTO tfiJTtRR ifiTOft £, STOfej;: — 

RTO (Tfa^TOT — 

(ir) rto 4 % TOrof sfafe i^ro qrofaro, fror Rfror, TRqyc 
qrroq faro, d9«ri,<'' % fTOtrfH'wrHftTO^rd'Piir^d foRn'TOroiT.TOTfcj;: — 
"«ft afto tTO° RtTOT, 
mtow, totox fYqftro fYrro, 

” ; 

(sr) Ro 5 % TOTOt srfqfsj "“Sft ^fto TOJTO ^ *#■ 

qfdwfro faro totott, *rofq;: — • 

TOTo (TTo TOtft, TOTO RlfTO 

Pdfad* , qrof totott (dfroroff ” 

[tfo 12(8) 67— ‘ft » t^Eo 2 J 
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S.O. 2057. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of sec- 
tion 10 of the Coal Mines Provident Fund and Bonus Schemes Act, 1948 (46 of 
1948), and in supersession of the notification of the Government of India in Uhe 
Department of Labour and Employment No. 1567 dated the 20th May, 1966, the 
Central Government hereoy appoints the following officers to be Inspectors for 
the purposes of the Coal Mines Provident Fund Scheme, Andhra Pradesh Coal 
Mines Provident Fund Scheme, Rajasthan Coal Mines Provident Fund Scheme, 
Neyveli Coal Mines Provident Fund Scheme, Coal Mine s Bonus Scheme, Andhra 
Pradesh Coal Mines Bonus Scheme, Rajasthan Coal Mines Bonus Scheme and 
Assam Coal Mines Bonus Scheme and directs that they shall, in relation to coal 
mines, exercise the powers and perform the functions of Inspectors under the said 
Act, in the States of West Bengal, Bihar, Madhya Pradesh, Orissa, Maharashtra, 
Andhra Pradesh, Rajasthan, Assam, Nagaland and Tamil Nadu, namely: — 

Coal Mines Provident Fund Com- 
missioner. 

Deputy Commissioner, Coal Mines 
Provident Fund. 

Regional Commissioners, Coal Mines 
Provident Fund. 


Assistant Commissioners, Coal Mines 
Provident Fund. 


Assistant Commissioner (Accounts), 
Coal Mines Provident Fund. 


Coal Mines Provident Fund Inspec- 

tor!. 


[No. 2 ( 35 O) 03 -PF-I.] 

wt° 2057. — gpr RfaR fafa sfk rfr Rtfkr gfaffm, 
1948 ( 194 R 46) 5TRT 10 MV RRm ( l) JTTT tRrT RftcPff R SPTtRRflp 
RIR M RR tfk ftTRTT fagR MV tfo 1 567 RlMVg 20 R$, 1966 

MV srfRRR Rrr rrrk fRRfwf%R gfirciTfkff Mt Mtoefr gR r^r 

Mr ?MVr, gras rVr MVw grr rIrr fRfg ?MVr, iwh MVrrt gR RfaR f^ftr 
*MVr, VfVMV gR ¥rf%Tr7T fMfg *MVr, MIrrt gR RkR srr?w JDkr MVrrt 
gRRtRR?MVR , tt tot MVrrt gR MTRR rMir gk srr M krgr gpr MkrR r?Vr M hrV- 
rrV % Frit fatter*? Frr | gk; f-rkr fcfV | fM Mtogr gfaf % rrrt Jr rFrr 

rrtr, fwrr, rr rVr, r*Vrt, RjfpRjr, gRj sr^m, trrr, to, rtri^tt tfk t r fim q T¥ 
tiRtfr Jf, rr gfafRR % gsfVR fatterMT. MV Rfafaf *rr sfafa gk: irr! *rr rhr 
ggfa;— 

l. MV tfVo MV° MVrrt gR RfaR fafa gnjR i 

2- MV RlRo $RTT RRTRR, MtRRT gR RfaR fafa 1 


1. Shri P. D. Gaiha 

2. Shrl R. Rumar 

3. Shrl S. A. Moiz 

, 4. Shri O. P. Sharma 

5. Shrl S. P. Sharma 

6. Shrl B. K. Sinha 

7. Shrl R. K. Verma 

8. Shrl A. B. Prasad 

9. Shrl G. C. Saren 

10. Shrl N. G. Nandi 

11. Shri N. C. Bhattacharjee 

12. Shrl L. P. Sinha. 

13. Shrl Laxmi Chandar 

14. Shri B. R. Uppai 

15. Shri P. N. Kacker 

16. Shri K. M. Burman 

17. Shrl P. K. Bhattacharjee 

18. Shrl S. K. Saxena 
10. Shri O. P. Agarwal 

20. Shrl M. K. Sinha 

21. Shri R. K. Rajbanshi 

22 . Shrl M. M. Kundu 
23; Shrl G. R. Bharti 

24. Shrl P. N. Singh 

25. Shrl G. S. Das 

26. Shrl K. B. Bahl 

27. Shrl Lakhan Prasad. 


1 

/ 

} 

} 

1 

jr 

} 
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3 . M - ito Tmfcjr 

4 . MY^o tfro WWf 1 

5 . MY tfYo wM? 

6 . MY Jfto %o fa?JT 

7. MY qrro %o qroY 

8 - MY tro jfYo 5 TTOTO 
9 . MY MY° MYo wY/T 


"I MMYro wtoto, 

r MYtoTT WTO 'hfaTO frfsr I 


1 

y tototo wto' m, 

| Mtowr wro wfMro fafe i 

J 


1 0. MY trffo Sffto ET^iY 


1 1. «ff TOTo MY° WTOWMT 

* N 

12. MY t^ro uYo ftr^r 

1 3. Mr TOamt ^3 

1 4. MY sfto WRo ttow 

1 5. MY 3Y ° t^*r o j 

16 . MY %° inr ° 

17 . MY 9Y0 %o TOEHTTOMf 

18 . MY irflo % 0 g^TOi 

19. MY MY° YY° wiTOTH 

20. MY Y:o %^r 

21. MY siRo %o Ti^rsTOffY 

22. MY qroo inro 

23. MY MYo wro *nrMY 

2 4 . MY fto ITTo fa? 

25. MY MY° 

26 - MY Mo MY° 3 (TO 
2 7. MY oTOTO STTOTO 


IT "TOT WRTOrT ($TWr), 
f MYtott wto wfaro f-rfa i 


V 


MfaTOT WTO wfaTO fafa 

fafYw v 1 


[Mo 2(350)/e 3— MY o 0[TOo ( 1 )] 


S.O- 2058.- — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby makes the following amendment in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Depart- 
ment of Labour and Employment) No. S.Q. 127, dated the 5th January, 1970 
published in Part II, Section 3(11) of the Gazette of India dated the 10th January, 
1970 namely: — 

For the words and figures "30th November, 1909,” the words and figures 
"31st January, 1970” shall be substituted. 

[No. 8/124/09-PF.II.] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 


VTo Wfo 2 0 58.— TOTO'-.TfY wfTOTO fafa WfafTOTO, 1 952 ( 1 952 TT 1 9) 
MY WTTT 1 MY sJWRT ( 4) STU ’TOTO lgfTOTOf TT uMlW TRTR, WTTO % Tfa- 

qW TOtYW 1 0 3TOT7Y, 1 970 M WTO 2, Mr 3 (il) M tTOTlftRI, TOTTO TOTOiR % WTO; 
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(«Ttr f^RTiT) dTf TOT 5 RdA 1 97 0 

o ^To *TTp 1 27 if, ffTR'fe-fgfT RWtHR grr<ft $ , WNfa: — • 

"30 TTRY, 1 969” tFFT % FTTR 7T 

"31 '5Fr*rV>, 1970” TO* ^3 rdH* l PMd ft^3irtnf I 

[#0 8/124/69-^0 2] 

i 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 23rd May 1970 

8.O. 2069. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Bombay, in the industrial dispute Detween the employers in 
relation to the Cochin Dock Labour Board, Cochin and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 16th May, 1970. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 

BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-10 of 1908 


Parties : 

Employers In relation to the Cochin Dock Labour Board, Cochin. 

IAnd 

Their workmen 


Present : 

Shrl A. T. Zair.bre, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the employers . — Shri P. K. Kurian, Barrister-at-Law of Messrs. Menon 
and Pal, Advocates, Ernakulam. 

For the workmen . — Shri T. C. N. Menon, Advocate. 

State: Kerala. Industry: Major ports and Docks. 

Bombay, dated 30th April 1970 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour Employment and Rehabilitation, 
Department of Labour and Employment by their Order No. 28(48)/67-LRIII dated 
2nd June 1967 had referred to the Industrial Tribunal, Kozhikode and industrial 
dispute existing between the employers in relation to the Cochin Dock Labour 
Board Cochin and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the following 
schedule: — ■ 


Schedule 

Whether the employers in relation to the Cochin Dock Labour Board are justi- 
fied In refusing employment to the following workmen, namely: — 

1. Shri Vareechan Achambi — Wage No. 095(WD). 

2. Shri T. V. Kochappan — Wage No. 33-T. 

3. Shri K, P, Thomas — Wage No. 33-C. 

4. Shri K. Pappachan— Wage No. Ml(WD). 

5. Shri Ousepth Pappu — Wage No. 101 F. 

If so. to what relief are the said workmen entitled? 

(2) Whether demand of the workmen who were on strike from the midnight 
of the 30th November/ 1st December 1908 to 8th December I960, for grant of 
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continuity of service and wages from the 9th December, 1968 to the date of their 
reinstatement (both days inclusive) is justified? If so, to what relief are they 
entitled? 

2. During the pendency of thi s reference Shrl V. V. Subramania Iyer, the 
Presiding Officer of the Tribunal retired and the reference came before Shri 
K. K. Venu Nayar Industrial Tribunal, Kozhikode. But subsequently this refe- 
rence was withdrawn along with other cases and was transferred to this Tribunal 
for adjudication with a direction to proceed with the disputes de novo and dis- 
pose of the same according to law, 

3. The schedule to the reference order contains two issues for decision. The 
first is in respect of the refusal of employment to the five workmen mentioned 
and the second is in respect of the demands of the workmen who were on strike 
for continuity of service arid wages and the facts and circumstances giving rise 
to these disputes may he stated in brief as follows: — 

4. After the constitution of the Cochin Dock Labour Board and the introduc- 
tion of the Cochin Dock Workers’ (Regulation of Employment) Scheme the steve- 
dors labour working in the Cochin Port was de-casualised and the Cochin Dock 
Labour Board registered the workers in the pool in the year 1962 according to 
the provisions of the Dock Labour (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, This 
registration was finalised under an award of the Tribunal in I.D. No. 3/61 on 
4th November. 1962. A large number of workmen who were working in the 
docks could not be included in the reserve pool and hence the Tribunal had direc- 
ted the Board to prepare a casual list of the workmen who could not be Inclu- 
ded in the list and to_ give them preference for employment. 

5. Before the registration of the stevedore labour there were only two unions 
of works at Cochin Viz., the Cochin Thuramugha Thozhllali Union C.T.T.U. and 
the Cochin Port Thozhilalt Union C.P.T.U. There was at that time a practice 
prevalent where-by tokens were issued by the two unions to the workers who 
were to report for employment. After the registration in the reserve pool the 
workers were free to join or form any union and in the year 1003 a third union 
was formed. It was the Cochin Dock Labour Union C.D.L.U. to which both the 
registered and unregistered workers joined. The C.T.T.U. and the C.P.T.U. were 
recongnizod unions and were represented on the Dock Labour Board. The Cochin 
Dock Labour Union was not recognized and was not represented on the Board. 

6 . Though the Tribunal had given a direction in the award for the preparation 
of a casual list of the workmen who could not be included in the reserve pool 
for giving them preference no such list was prepared and the Board used to em- 
ploy the casuals as before and hence there arose disputes. On account of the 
non-recognition of the C.D.L.U. Its member could not get the employment of 
casual workers and there was discontent, 

7. The workmen in this reference are the members of the Cochin Dock Labour 
Union which has by Its statement of claim contended that till 4th November. 
19621 the C.P.T.U. and the C.T.T.U. were given the exclusive right to supply labour 
for stevedoring work in the port of Cochin; and though this union had a mem- 
bershio of 000 workers both registered and unregistered from its very inception 
the officials and members of the Board were taking a hostile attitude towards 
the members of this union, The Board did not prepare the list of casual work- 
ers and began to recruit, extra workers through the C.T.T.U. and the C.P.T.U. 
The members of this union were not also given employment in casual vacancies 
and instead the Board used to employ fresh recruits through the two unions In 
casual vacancies. A large number of reserve pool workmen were also punished 
In the year 1903 and 1966 but the Board authorities did not consider the repre- 
sentations made by this union and in view of the attitude of the Board the union 
served a strike notice detailing the grievances of its members or. 30th October 
I960 and specified the demand by another letter dated 8 th November 1900. 

8 . But the Board did not give any reply to the union about the 'trike notice. 
On 30th November 1966 the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) had called 
a conciliation conference in which this union expressed their willingness to refer 
the dispute for arbitration in order to avoid a strike hut the representatives of 
the Board flatly refused this offer. The union has alleged that this was done 
deliberately to precipitate a strike and then to victimise Its members. And hence 
the members of the union went on strike from 1 a.m. on 1st December 1960. 
which strike was called off at the Intervention of the Port Dock and Waterfront 
Workers’ Federation, the Chief Labour Commissioner (Central) New Delhi and 
the Joint Secretary to the Ministry of Labour New Delhi who assured that the 
Chief Labour Commissioner would visit Cochin before the end of December and 
enquire into the grievances of the workmen. 
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9. The strike was called off from 9th December 1968, by a letter handed over 
to the Board on the previous day. On the 9th December all the workmen who 
were on strike reported for duty to the Board but all of them were refused em- 
ployment. They were not told any reason for refusal of employment. In the 
meantime the Labour Officer of the Board had issued notices to 257 workers who 
were on strike and who had commenced the strike at 1 a.m. on 1st December 
1966 directing them to explain why action should not be taken against them and 
those workmen submitted their explanations. Similarly the workmen who were 
refused employment on 9th December, 1966 also submitted many representations 
to tile Board stating that they were on strike and they should be taken back 
but no reply was given to any of them. 

10. It is contended that after 9th December 1906 the C.P.T.U. and the 
C.T.T.U. began to coerce the workers to resign from the membership of this 
union and submit apologies to the Board for having gone on strike. The Board 
also connived with the two unions and reinstated only those workers who had 
submitted to the direction of the two unions. It is alleged that the Board did 
not either send any notice or any intimation to the workers informing them 
about their service. They did not also put up any notice stating that the work- 
men would not be given employment. Ultimately because of the sustained agi- 
tation and intervention of the Central Government the Board agreed before the 
Hon'ble High Court in Writ Application No. 59/67 that the workers who were 
found to have gone on strike from 1st December 1960 to 0th December 1966 
would be permitted to join duty. But in spite of the same the Board did not 
take into employment the five workers who were on strike, and even in respect 
of the workers who were taken back in service, they were deprived of their 
past services and wages and hence this reference. 

11. The Cochin Dock Labour Board by its written statement denied the alle- 
gations made by the union and has contended that before the registration of the 
casual Labour for a long time there were only two unions of the workers in the 
Cochin Port viz. The Cochin Port Thorumugha Thozhilall Union and the Cochin 
Port Thozhllali Union, and the workers were the members of either of these two 
unions. There was no question of any right being given to the unions to supply 
any labour and the practice regarding tokens to be shown by the workmen for 
casual employment was only for the purpose of knowing that these worker was 
one who was getting employment in the docks before. The Board has not ad- 
mitted that about 908 workers were members of the Cochin Dock Labour Union. 
Regarding replies to the letter Board stated that it was not a recognised union 
and therefore the Board was not in correspondence with that union, and there 
was no question of any hostile attitude being taken up by the Board towards 
the union. Regarding the delay in the preparation of the casual labour list it is 
alleged thal the delay was caused by the Cochin Dock Labour Union itself by 
filing a writ petition against the award in I.D. No 3 of 1961 and the finalisa- 
tion of the list had to be done after the writ petition was disposed of. The extra 
workers required are being recruited through the normal channels and it was 
not correct to say that they were taken through the Cochin Thuramugh Thozbi- 
lali Union or the Cochin Port Thozhilali Union, and nothing was done by these 
two unions to compel the members of the Cochin Dock Labour Union to resign 
from that union. 

12. The Board has admitted that the union had sent them the strike notice 
dated 30th October 1966, and the letter dated 8th November 1960 mentioning the 
demands which showed that the strike was to commence on 1st December 1966. 
They submitted that according to the notice and this letter the workmen could 
go on strike only from the morning shift of 1st December 1960 but certain work- 
men left their work spot without permission after midnight on 30th November 
1956. This was considered to be a misconduct under standing order 19(b) (34) 
and accordingly they were chaTgesheeted for the misconduct. As regards the 
remaining workers they were absenting without leave from 1st December 1966 on- 
wards. This situation was considered by the Board at its meeting held on 8th 
December 1906 and it was decided that those who have been absenting them- 
selves will be considered as having left the services of the Bornd voluntarily 
as per clause 18 of the standing Orders. 

13. It is alleged that this decision of the Board was known to the workmen 
and it was for them to act under the provisions of the standing order by sub- 
mitting the necessary explanations to the satisfaction of the Administrative Body 
or the Dock Labour Board. Those who reported for duty and submitted satis- 
factory explanations were allowed to join duty. The Board has denied the con- 
tentions that the workers who were on strike reported for work on 9th Decem- 
ber 1966. It is contended that though the union wrote to the Board on the even- 
ing of 8tii December 1966 that the strike was called off a number of persons who 
were on strike did not report for work on 9th December 1960 or thereafter. 
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Individual workmen who had submitted satisfactory explanations were considered 
and w&£e- allowed to join duty and there was no question of victimization. 

14. The Board has admitted the receipt of the joint application of the work- 
men but have contended that it was received on 31st December 1966 and on 
scrutiny it was found that it was not possible to treat the joint application as 
genuine. People who were on leave during the relevant period and who had 
joined duty before then had purported to give the explanation that they were 
on strike. There were many such factual mistakes and with all these inaccura- 
cies and duplications the total number included in that list was 612 and it was 
thought that it would not be safe to act on such a mass petition and no action 
could be taken. 

15. It has been further contended that from the 17th January 1967 onwards 
a number of letters were received from the 1st December 1866. and these expla- 
nations were to be considered by the Board and by the time steps were taken 
orders were received from the Hon’ble High Court prohibiting the Board and 
administrative body from acting upon the resolution and the consideration of 
the explanations was deferred. The original petition of the union was disposed 
of by the Hon’ble High Court by its judgment dated 6th March 1867 and there- 
after steps were being taken for considering the explanations and there was no 
question of the Board denying employment to any of the workers. The work- 
ers did not report for work nor did they submit the necessary explanation as 
required under standing order 18 at the appropriate time, and as and when 
such explanations were given and they reported for work they were allowed to 
join duty when it was found that the explanations were satisfactory. 

16. As regards the five workmen mentioned in the reference order the Board 
has denied tne allegations about victimisation. The averments made by them 
were incorrect. The workmen were fully aware of the circumstances and there 
was no violation of the Cochin Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) 
Scheme and they were not entitled to be reinstated with or without back wages 
As regards the other workers it is contended that the Board never intended to 
refuse employment to the workers who went on strike. There was no intention 
to weaken the union or victimize the workers, who were the members of the 
union. The workers concerned should have submitted their explanations and as 
the workmen did not report for duty on 9th December 1966 or immediately 
thereafter they were not entitled to their wages. The action of the Board was 
not illegal nor without any authority nor had the Board acted mala fide or in 
contravention of the provision of the scheme and the workers were not entitlea 
to claim any relief, 

17. After the statement of claim the written statement and rejoinder both 
parties filed a number of documents and list of witnesses. 'The union examined 
its president and three witnesses and the Dock Labour Board also examined its 
three witnesses. Though the union had cited the chairman of the Board as one 
witness in their list the Dock Labour Board did not examine the chairman as 
the witness of the Board though he had signed the written statement. On the 
day, the Board closed its case Shri T. C. N. Menon the President of the Union 
submitted an application for the examination of the Chairman of the Board as 
witness in case. He has contended that the Deputy Chairman of the Board when 
he was examined was not able to give evidence on many important matters rele- 
vant to the issue referred and it was therefore necessary that the Chairman of 
the Board should be examined as a witness in order that the whole action of 
the Board relevant to the issues should be brought on record. It was further con- 
tended that the written statement of the Board was signed by chairman and in 
the interest of justice the Chairman of the Board should be summoned to appear 
and give evidence. 

18. The Board had seriously opposed the application firstly contending that 
it was not supported by an affidavit and secondly that the relevant evidence 
necessary for the union to establish its case should be obtained by examination 
of their witnesses and it was not a ground for justifying the examination of 
the Chairman of the Board. It was further contended that the practice of sum- 
moning the opponent as witness was objectionable and should never be per- 
mitted and the application should be dismissed, 

19. But before the decision of this application the Dock Labour Board sent a 
petition raising nreliminary objections to the reference on the ground of juris- 
diction of the Tribunal. It was alleged that the Dock Labour Board was not 
carrying on an industry and the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
were not attracted. There was no employer employee relationship between the 
Cochin Dock Labour Board and the workmen registered in the reserve pool. 
The Board was a statutory body charged with the duty of administering the 



2fiia THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 6, 1970/JYAlbTHA 16, 1892 [Part U- 


scheme and was not an industry. It u as further contended that the Hon’ble Sun 
in m w, 1 C0 ^ rt m melr decision r^porteu in ia/u 1 Lej 4b louna the p.suiua- w oe 
leKdla 10 vizagapmanam Dock Laouur uoai’d anu tneir workmen 
and n was also held in that case tnat the cochin eock Eabour Scneme vm Zs- 
taimally similar l0 the one they were considering, xne decision of^ne ^Se 
Uourv was puDnsned in tbe January issue or tile nahour Law Journal and hence 
t;UUi , a not maiie , lile aPPncauon earner ana tins issue raised should be 
ueaied as prelmunaiy and dispose or tne same beiore rurther considering the 
rhe dispute including th e pennon liled my tne urnon for the examina- 
tion of tne Chairman or the Docx Caoour Board as witness in this case. 

20 . Notice of this application was issued to the Cochin Dock Labour Union 
which did not send any reply out on the date of nearing opposed the application 
contending tnat tne Dock Eaoour Board had not taken sucn a plea m tneir writ- 
ten statement, ihey had not raised tne Question aoout employer employee and 
tins apphcation should not loe entertained at tnis stage and the issue should not 
be treated as prelimmary. it was contended that the issue raised was not merely 
a question of law but involved both questions of law and fact that if at all the 
apphcation was entertained it should be decided along with the merits of the refe- 
rence. Regarding the merits oi the application it was contended that the case 
beiore their Lordships of the Supreme Court was in respect of bonus The Labour 
Appellate Tnounai nad in their decision in the Bombay Dock Labour Appeals held 
that the Dock Labour Board was the general employer and the stevedores were 
the particular employers and there wus employer-employee relationship between 
the stevedore Labour and the Dock Labour Boagd. This decision was not brought 
to the notice of their Lordships. Even according to the scheme the workmen 
were to be deemed in the employ of the Dock Labour Board. The case before 
their Lordships was in respect of bonus which is not applicable to the facts of 
this case and the application should be rejected. 


21. The Dock Labour Board had closed its case after examining their wit- 
ness on 10th February 1970. The union had examined their witnesses earlier at 
the time of the previous hearing and it is clear that the Dock Labour Board had 
given the application raising the new pleas at the fag end of the case. It is also 
clear from the record and it is not in dispute that the case is very hotly con- 
tested. There are serious allegations both against the C hairm an 0 f the Dock 
Labour Board, and the representatives of the other two unions on the Board and 
ordinarily raising additional pleas at the fag end of the case would not have 
been allowed. However the contention raised goes to the root of the case. It 
is also based upon the new ruling of the Supreme Court published in January 
of the LLJ and I think it proper to consider the plea raised as a preliminary 
isBue and decide the same before discussing the merits of the case. 


22 . While stating the facts I have already mentioned the issues referred for 
adjudication. The Disputes is between the Dock Labour Board and the Stevedore 
labour who are registered pool workers and the ruling cited by the Dock Labour 
Board reported In 1970 LLJ 1 page 58 (Visakhapatnam Dock Labour Board and 
Stevedores’ Association Visakhapatnam and others) will be applicable. In that 
judgment their Lordships have discussed the Dock Workers Regulation of Em- 
ployment Act. 1948 and the provisions of the Visakhapatnam Dock Labour 
Scheme and have observed: — 


“From the various provisions of the Act and the scheme referred to above 
it is evident that the Board is statutory body charged with the duty 
of administering the scheme the objection of which is to ensure 
greater regularity of employment for dock workers and to ensure 
that an adequate number of dock workers are available for the 
efficient performance of dock work. The Board Is an autonomous 
body competent to determine and prescribe the wages and allow- 
ance and other conditions of service of the dock workers. The pur- 
port of the scheme is that the entire bodv of workers should be 
under the control and supervision of the Board. The registered 
employers are allocated monthly workers by the administrative body 
and the administrative body supplies whenever necessary the labour 
force to the stevedores from tne reserve pool. The workmen who 
are allotted to the registered employers are to do the work under 
the control and supervision of the registered employers and to act 
under their directions. The registered employers are to act under 
their directions. The registered emyloyers pay the wages due to 
the workers to the administrative bodv and the latter in turn aa 
agent of the rgistered employer pav them, over to the concerned 
workmen. 
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All these circumstances in our opinion prima facie establish that the board 
cannot be considered to be the employer of the dock labour work- 
men, In tact the various provisions referred to in the scheme 
clearly snow that the registered employer to whom the labour force 
is allotted by the board Is the employer whose work of loading or 
unloading of ships is done by the dock workers allotted to them." 

From these observations it is clear that the Dock Labour Board is a statutory 
body and it cannot be considered to be the employer of the dock labour. It is 
not in dispute that the Cochin Dock Labour Scheme and the Visakhapatnam 
Dock Labour Scheme are substantially similar and in view the observations of 
Ihefr Lordships it shall have to be netd that there is no employer-employee 
relationship between the Dock Labour Board and the Workmen who are the 
registered pool workers and involved in this reference. 

23. It is true that the Dock Labour Board has not taken such a plea in their 
written statement or had never denied that the workmen were their employees. 
It is also clear from the Dock Scheme paragraph 37(2) that the framers of the 
scheme have created the Action of the relationship between the Dock Labour 
Board and the registered pool workers and the clause provides; — 

"The registered dock worker in the reserve pool who is available for work 
shall be deemed to Ibe in the employment of the Board.” 

It is also clear from the statement of the Dock Labour Board that according to 
them they had taken steps against tne workmen under clause Hi of the standing 
orders which provide for the conditions of service of the workmen. It is clear 
from the standing order exhibit E-4 that the standing orders have been certiAed 
under the Industrial employment standing Order Act, 1946 and it shall have to be 
presumed that both the parties have taken for granted that the Board was 
running an industry. The preamble of the Industrial Employment (Standing 
Orders) Act provides: — 

"Whereas it is expedient to require the employers in Industrial establish- 
ments to define with sufAcient precision the conditions of employment 
under them and to make such conditions known to the workmen 
employed by them “From this it can be argued that there was no 
doulbt about the question that the Board was running an industry 
and the labourers were workmen. However, I donot think it fs 
open for me to discuss these questions and the submissions made. 
In view of the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court it shall have 
to be presumed that their Lordships have considered all these as- 
pects and have held that there Is no employer-employee relationship 
between the Dock Labour Board and the workers of the reserved 
pool. The ruling is applicable to the facts of this case. As there 
is no employer-employee relationship there is no dispute between 
employers and workmen and it shall have to be held that this is not 
an Industrial dispute and this Tribunal has no jurisdiction, 

24. It has also been held in this along ruling of the Supreme court that the 
Dock Labour Board was not running an industry and their lordships have ob- 
served: — 

“The matter can also be considered from another point of view viz- can it 
be stated that the Board is carrying on an industry so as to attract the 
provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act, We have already referred 
to the various circumstances which will show that there is no employ- 
ment as such of the dock worker by the Board. As observed by this 
Court in Gymkhana Club V. Management^). What matters is not 
the nexus between the employee and the product of the employer’s 
efforts but the nature of the employer’s occupation. If his work cannot 
be described as an industry his workmen are not industrial workmen 
and the disputes arising between them are not industrial disputes. 
The cardinal test is thus to And out whether there is an Industry 
according to the denotation of the word in the Arst part. The second 
part will then show what will be Included from the angle of emplo- 
yees." Dealing with the deAnition "Industry" the Court further 

observed: — 

"The deAnition of “industry" is in two parts, in its Arst part it means any 
business, trade, undertakings, manufacture or calling of employers. 
This part of the deAnition determines an Industry bv reference to 
occupation of employers in respect of certain activities. These acti- 
vities are speciAed bv Ave words and they determine what in ‘indus- 
try 1 is and what the cognate expression ‘industrial' is intended to 
convey This is denotation of the terms or what the work denote*. 
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We shall presently discuss that the words business, trade undertak- 
ing, manufacture or nailing comprehend. The second parti views 
the matter from the angle of employees and is designed to include 
something more in what the term primarily denotes. By the second 
part of tne definition any calling, service employment handicraft or 
industrial occupation or a vacation of workmen is included in the 
concept of industry, This part gives the extended cannotation. If 
the activity can be described as an industry with reference to the 
occupation of the employers’ the ambit of the industry under the 
force of the second part takes in the different kinds of activity of 
the employees mentioned in the second part. But the second part 
standing alone cannot define ‘industry’ an industry is not to be 
found in every case of employment of service.” 

Dealing with the expression 'industrial dispute’ in the Industrial Disputes 
Act this Court further proceeds to state in the above decision at 
page, 767 : 

“ The words ape ‘industrial dispute’ and not trade dispute. Trade 

is only one aspect of Industrial activity; business and manufacture 
are two others, The word also is not industry in the abstract which 
means diligence or assiduity in any task or effort but a branch of 
productive labour- This requires co-operation in some form between 
employers and workmen and the result Is directly the product of 
this association but not necessarily commercial.” 

and wound up the discussion at page 758 thus: 

‘‘Industry is the nexus between employers and employees and it Is this 
nexus which brings two distinct bodie s together to produce a result.” 

“Applying the above principles to the case on hand, in our opinion, it is 
clear that it cannot be stated that the Board functioning under the 
Act and the Scheme carries on any industry so as to attract the 
provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act.” 

I have already observed that the Visakhapatanam Dock Labour Scheme and 
the Cochin Dock Labour Scheme are* similar. There is no difference and in view 
of the observations and conclusions it shall have to be held that the Cochin Dock 
Labour Board does not carry on an industry. 

It is clear from the definition of workman under section 2(s) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act that only persons who are employed In an Industry wou'd be work- 
men under the Act. In view of this finding of the Hon’ble Supreme Court the 
Cochin Dock Labour Board is not runnng an industry and consequently even 
if it be held that the workers a-e their employees they are not workmen and 
will not be covered by the definition under section 2 (s) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act and there Is no question of a dismit.° hetween workmen and workmen and 
employers and workmen and as the disnum is not an industrial dispute this Tri- 
bunal will have no lurisdiction and it shall have to be held that the reference is 
not maintainable. Hence my award accordingly. 

No order as to costs. 


A. T. Zambre, Presiding Officer, 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal. Bombay. 

[No. 2 B( 48 )/ 07 -IR-III/P&D.l 
C. RAMDAS, Dy, Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 25 th May 1970 

S. O. a»6o. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 4 of the Mica Mines Labour 
Welfare Fund Act, 1946 (22 of 1940) read with sub-rule (2) of rule 3 of the Mica Min c s Labour 
Welfare Fund Rules, 1948 and in supersession of the Notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour, Employ neat and Rehabilitation No. S. O. 2988 dated the 1st October 
1955, the Central Govern ne it hereby reconstitutes the Advisory Committee for the State of 
Audhra Pradesh consisting of the following members, namely : — 

1. Labour Minister, State Of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad Chairman. 

2. Collector, NellOre ....... Vice-Chairman. 

3. Chairman, Zilla Pariahad, Nellore .... Member. 
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4 . Shri O. Venkatasubbiah, Member, Legislative Assembly, 

\ Andhra Pradesh ........ Member. 

5. Regional Labour Co nmlssioner (Central), Hyderabad Member. 

6. Shri P. Kota Reddy, Mica Chamber of Co n tierce, Gudur "I Members representing the 

7. Shri A. Shyama Sundara Reddy, South India Mica Mine ) mica mine owners of 

Owners’ Association, Gudur, j Andhra Pradesh. 

8. Shri P. C. Reddy, President, Andhra Pradesh Mica'| Members representing 

Labour Union, Gudur. y mica mine workers of 

9. Dr. S. Ramachandra Rao, President, Bharatiya Mica J Andhra Pradesh. 
Mazdoor Sangh, Gudu r . 

10 . Shrimati Thota Anasuyamma, Ganganammapet, Tenali, Woman Representative 
Guntur District, Andhra Pradesh. 


ii. Secretary, Mica Mines Labour Welfare Fund, Andhra 
Pradesh. 


Secretary. 

[NO. F. 3(32)/69-M III] 
C. R. NAIR, 
Under Secy. 


W,T fiSfRTT fiTRTR) 


R$ 25 r£ 1970 


Wf» 2060-— 1 R35W UTR NR 1WIW ftfST fRRR, 1946 fppi 3 
% TrfR’IR ( 2 ) % ETR tFsT RWR OTR NR RRTTR fRfa RfafRRR, 1946 
( 1946 RR 22 ) STITT 4 J1TT 3TRTT ^rf%,=T*Tf RR HR>R VTflr grr xftx RTTR RTR1T T 
% NTT, T^RTT iffT ^RdfR RRTRR Rfsn^RRT Ro RRo RTo 2988 Rrfta 

1 RR^RT, 1966 Tt RfaRSTR RTfT jtr tafrq- WR RttT Jf*R TTRR 3>r fffTT 
RRTfFTT EfafR Tt JRifftfR RTcft $ 3ft fRRTfRfaR RRTRf If fa w C 

R%rV, RRfd •• — 

1 . nr r^ - , rtit srtrr tfjr, $rttrtr rsrw 

2 . pw:, RrR .... RTrstrsiT 


3. irtw, fRRT RfjR^;, 

4 . «fV Rto ?RdT^nrr, rrrt, fRHTR rrt, rtst 

5. ffafiR NR RTRRR (%^r), tkTTRTR 

6 . sft *fVo RTtRT RTJRTT RTR R^T? , FTT 


7. Nt IJo RRTR RF3R ?flRT RT^RT RT^R 

RtRjf qRtfaTJRR, R¥T 

8. Nt T>o tfV, RST5T, RTET RT?RT 

RRT TfRRR, TIT 

9. Ho TTo TTRRRT TNT, RSW, RTTRlR Rr?RTT 

FR|T>R, T o I 

1 0. RTRdr RtTT RRTRR1HT, TTTRiRTqR, RRTfft, RRT 
fRRT, RTST SfdR 

1 1. RfilR, RWR tJTR NR R^RIRfRfsr, RTW R^RT 


J 


RRTR 

RRTR 

RRTR 

RtET RTR % RWRT UTR RTfRt^r 
RT M IdPlfijCR RfTTt RT% 

RTCT 5TRR % RWRT RfTR ftf- 
RTfTRf RT RfRfRftFR RT% 
NT^T RRTR 

RffRT SrfRfRfe- 

RfRR 


[Ro Rj 0 3 ( 2 2 ) / 6 9-fJR . 3] 
TfVo RTTc R1RT, 
RTT Rf^pT I 
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(Departmemt of Labour & Employment) 

New Delhi, the 30 th May 1970 

S.O. 2061. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that It is expedient 
In the public Interest to add to the First Schedule to the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), “pyrites mining" Industry; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the power s conferred by sub-section (1) of sec- 
tion 40 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby adds the following item to the First Schedule to the said Act, after item 19 
thereof, namely: — 

"30. Pyrites Mining'’. 

[No. F.l/21/70-LRl.] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 

faeTft, 30 *r£ 1970 

Iff » WT > 20 6 1 — WT: RTfiR TTO $ fp f'W? wfsrfjpW, 194 7 

( 1 947 r?r 14) tit Jr ’rrt iftrrr u Rtfhtor 

« ; 


tiff:, tTV, wftrfRTnT, 1947 ( 1947<FT 14 ) R7TT 4 0^ ^TORT 

( 1 ) arrr *nm nrfarpn qn tpfrr ^ ^ ttwr g-w trf^pnr qfV sm w^pfr if, 

srWtwar 1 9 % 'RntT'X ffn^fafacr srfcnft ?, tprff];: - 

" 20 . wr” 

^fo l/2l/7 0—t^T o ITTToIj 
ntr O tr?To WifT vrf^er I 
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